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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  g'//6  ( 

May  4,  194-5 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


SUMMARY  OP  MEETING  OF  COMMISSION  AND  COMMITTEE  OFFICERS 

May  3,  19^5 

The  meeting  was  convened  at  3:50  p.m.  by  the  President 
of  Commission  III,  Trygve  Lie  (Norway).  At  his  request 
the  Executive  Officer  for  Commission  III  read  the  state- 
ment adopted  at  the  plenary  session  which  directed  the 
officers  of  each  commission  and  its  committees  to  meet  on 
May  3  for  the  purpose  of  initiating  work. 

The  President  introduced  the  officers  of  Commission  III 
and  its  committees.   The  officers  arc  as  follows: 

Commission  III.   Security  Council 

President:   Trygve  Lie  (Norway) 
Rapporteur:  Celso  R.  Velazquez  (Paraguay) 
Assistant  Secretary  General:  Julidn  R.  Caceres 

(Honduras) 

Executive  Officer:  Grayson  Kirk 
Assistant  Executive  Officer:  Lawrence  Chamberlain 

Committee  III/l.  Structure  and  Procedure 

Chairman:   John  Sofianopoulos  (Greece) 
Rapporteur:  Hector  David  Castro  (El  Salvador) 

Committee  HI/2.  Peaceful  Settlement 

Chairman:   Jos£  Serrato  (Uruguay) 
Rapporteur:  G.  P.  Arkadiev  (Union  of  Soviet 

Socialist  Republics) 

Committee  HI/3.  Enforcement  Arrangements 


Chairmen:   Camilo  Ponce  Enrfquoz  (Ecuador) 
Rapporteur:  Joseph  Paul-Boncour  (France) 
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Committee  IIJ/4*  Regional  Arrangements 


Chairman:   Alberto  Lleras  Ceonargo  (Colombia) 
Rapporteur:  V.  K.  Wellington  Koo  (China) 

At  the  request  of  the  President,  the  Executive  Officer 
then  introduced  the  secretaries  and  associate  secretaries  of 
the  various  committees,  as  follows: 


Committee  III/l; 

Secretary: 
Associate  Secretary: 

Committee  HI/2; 

Secretary: 
Commit too  I1I/3; 

Secretary: 
Associate  Secretary: 

Committee  HI/4: 

Secretary: 

Associate  Secretaries : 


Paul  Pennoycr 
Y.  C.  Yang 


Leland  Goodrich 


William  T.  R.  Fox 
Christian  do  Margcrio 


Allan  Dawson 
Jean  do  la  Grandvillo 
W.  M.  Jordan 
Jacqueo  Smets 


The  President  requested  that  chairmen  and  rapporteurs 
designate  alternates  from  their  delegations  to  act  for  them 
in  case  of  their  abac-nee. 

The  Executive  Officer  reported  that  all  jnales  of  pro- 
cedure, except  those  dealing  vlth  voting,  had  new  been 
approved  by  thu  Steering  Committee  and  would  presumably 
soon  be  available  in  final  form.   In  general,  the  rules  of 
procedure  adopted  for  the  plenary  sessions  of  the  Confer- 
ence are'  to  apply  to  the  commission  and  committees.   It 
was  pointed  out  that  under  these  rules  the  committees  are 
empowered  to  make  whatever  supplementary  rules  of  procedure 
'may  be  found  desirable. 

The  President  aokcd  the  Executive  Officer  to  make  a 
statement  on  the  documentation  to  b<j  used  as  the  basis  for 
committee  discussion.   This  documentation  includes  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  the  additional  Chinese  proposals 
which  the  other  sponsoring  governments  have  agreed  shall 
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be  considered  as  part  of  the  original  Proposals,  and  the 
official  comments  and  observations  made  by  participating 
governments  on  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals. 

The  President  asked  the  Executive  Officer  to  read  the 
terms  of  reference  for  Commission  III  and  its  four  commit- 
tees as  contained  in  the  Memorandum  on  Organization  (Doc. 
31,  April  2?  >  1945)  approved  by  the  Conference  in  plenary 
session.  Each  committee  shall  consider  the  sections  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  indicated  below,  together  with 
the  relevant  comments  and  observations  dealing  with  the 
subject  matter  of  those  sections  found  in  the  official  com- 
ments and  suggestions  of  participating  governments: 


Committee  1: 


Chapter  6,  Sections  A,  C,  and  D 
and  the  pertinent  parts  of  Suc- 
tion B 


Committee  2:  Chapter  8,  Section  A 

Committee  3:  Chapter  8,  Suction  B,  and  Chapter 
3? 

Committee;  4:   Chapter  8,  Section  C 

The  President  then  asked  the  Executive  Officer  to  read 
a  proposed  schedule  of  the  fir at  meetings  of  the  four  com- 
mittees, as  follows: 

Committee  1 May  4,  10:30  a.m. 

Committee  2 May  4,  13:45  a.m. 

Committee  3 Mcy  4,  3:00  p.m. 

Committee  4 May  4,   4:45  p.m. 

This  suggest ion  was  approved  and  it  was  announced  that 
the  place  of  meeting  would  appear  In  the  Order  of  the  Dny 
for  May  4  (c-lao  published  in  the  Journal  for  that  day). 

The  President  made  a  statement  In  which  he  urged  that 
the  committees  expedite  their  work  md  closed  the  meeting 
at  4:30  p.m. 
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6  The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  lll/l 

May  4,   194C 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


RESUME  DE  LA  REUNION  DE  LA  COMMISSION  DBS 


FOHCTIONNAIRES  DU  OQMITE  DE  LA  COMMISSION  III 


Le  3  Mai  1945 


MI 

"T 


La  reunion  e  ete  convoqu£e  &  15  h,50  prr  le  President  de  la 
Commiseion  III,  M.  Trygve  Lie  (Norvt;feOt   A  ea  demande,  le  8e- 
orctairrj-Admlnlbtratlfde  la  Commission  III  donna  lecture  de  la 
declaration  adoptee  &.  IB  elanoe  pl£ni&re  et  qui  invitfit^les 
fonctionnairee  de  cnaquc  commlfision  et  scs  oomit^s  fese  reunir 
le  3  Mai  pour  inltlc-r  I?.*  trrvaux. 

Le  Pr-sident  nrjsentr  les  fonctionnaires  de  la  Commission  III 
alnsi  quc  de  s^s  comltes,  dent  l«*s  noms  suivr-nt: 

Commission  III  ^Qonseil  de  8^curite: 

President;   Trygve  Lie  (Ncrvfege) 

Rapporteur;  Celso  R9  Velazquez  (Paraguay) 

Secretaire  General  Adjoint:  Julian  R.  Caoeres  (Honduras) 

Secretaire  Admlnistratif :  Orayeon  Kirk 

Secretaire  Admlnlstratlf  Adjoint:  Lawrence  Chamberlain 

Comite  III /I  -  Organisation  et  Procedure 

President:  John  Sofianopoulte  (Grfece) 
Rapporteur |  Hector  David  Castro  (Salvador) 

Comite  HI/2  -  R^lements  Paciflques 

President:  Joe^  Serrate  (Uruguay) 

Rapporteur;  GtPf  Arkcdlev  (Itoion  dee  R^puWiquee  Sovietiques 

Sooialietes) 

Ooinlte  HI/?  ^  Meeures  Ooeroitivee 

President  Camile  Ponce  Enrfquez  (Equateur) 
Rapporteur;  Joseph  Paul-Boncour  (France) 
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Comite  IV/4  -  Arrangements  R^glonaux 

Presidents       Alberto  Libras  Camargo  (Colombie) 
Rapporteur:     V.K.  Wellington  Koo   (Chine) 

A  la  demande  du  President,  le  Secretaire  Administrate 
presenta  ensulte  les  Secretaires  et  les  Co-Secretaires  des 
Comite^s  divers  euivants; 


Comite'  III/l; 

Secretaire.' 
Co-Secretaire; 

Comlte/  HI/2; 

Secretaire  j 
Comite'  Ill/St 

Secretaire: 
Co-Secre'taire: 

Comlte/  HI/4; 

Secretaire; 
Co-Secre'tsires: 


Paul  Pennoyer 
Y.C.  Yang 


Leland  Goodrich 


William  T,R,  Fox 
Christian  de  Marge rle 


Allan  Daws on 
Jean  de  la  Grandville 
W.M*  Jordan 
Jacques  Smets 


Le  President  demanda  que  les  Pro's Idents  et  les  Rapporteurs 
de'signent  des  supple'ants  choisls  parml  les  membres  de  leurs 
de'legatlons  pour  les  remplacer  en  cas  d1  absence. 

Le  Secretaire  Administratlf  de'clara  que  toutes  lee  Regies 
de  procedure,  sauf  celles  qul  se  rap^portent  aux  questions  de  vote, 
avaient  e'te'  approuve'ea  par  le  Comite^  de  Direction,  et  qu^ellee 
seralent  sans  doute  biehtot  pre'sente'e^s  eous  leur  forme  de'flnl- 
tive.  En  gcneVal  Its  r^glee  de  proce'dure  adoptues  aux  sessions 
plenieres  de  la  Conference  s'appliquent  a  la  Commission  et  ^ 
see  Comite's.   II  fut  slgnale'  que  d'apres  ces  regies,  les  comi- 
te's  ont  plein  pouvoir  pour  inetituer  toutes  reglec  de  procedure 
supple'mentaires  qu'ils  Jugeraient  nccessairt-s, 

Le  President  demanda  au  Secretaire  Admlnistratif  de  faire 
une  declaration  sur  la  documentation  a  employer  comme  baee  de  de'- 
bats  du  Comite'.  Cette  documentation  comprend  Ic'B  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  les  Propositions  euppldmcntairee ^Chinolses, 
que  les  autres  gouvernements  participants  ont  de'clde'  d1  accepter 
comme  falsant  partle  dee  Propositions  originales,  et  les  com- 
mentaires  et  observations  officiels  faite  par  les  gouvernements 
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8 
participants  au  sujet  dee  Propositions  de  Dunb^rton  Ofkst 

L^  President  dempnda  au  Secretaire  Adnlnlstrfftlf  de  dowur 
lecture  du  mrndrt  de  la  Commission  III  ft  dc  s^s  quatrc  coul- 
tes,  contrnu  drns  1*  Mt-w>rrndum  sur  I'OrgonlsPtlon  £Doc«31,^ 
du  27  Avrll,  I0-""/,  rpprouv'  ^r  la  Confrrrnce  n  Si'nnce  Pl'- 
ni^re.  Ciiaque  ~  nlte  nrttrn  h  I1  etude  1.  s  sections  eo-is- 
indiqu6es  des  Propositions  de  Dunbrrton  Orke,  Pine!  quo  lee 
comnirntrlres  ,t  lr-s  flbservrtions  qul  so  r^pportent  ^ux  ques- 
tions frisant  1'objet  de  ceo  sections  continue  drns  IPS  con- 
mentrlres  .t  observations  officiels  des  gouv-rnf-nr  ntc  -o^rtl- 
cipnnte: 

Comite  1:   Cnnpltro  6t  Sections  A,C,  ."t  D  *t  l^s  Turtles  de 
1^  Section  B  e'y  r"t>T>ortnnt. 

Comite  2:   Ch^oitre  8,  Section  A 

Comit£  3.  s  Ch^oitre  8,  Section  B,  t  Ch^nltrf  12 

Comlt'  4t   Ci:r»r)itrp  8,  Section  C 


L£  President  deupndr,  r-nsulU   au  Secretaire 
de  dcnn^r  lecture  de  I'hornlrtj  prnpos'  des  pr  mirrue  reunions 
des  quatre   cnultt's  sulv^nts: 

O^raite  1 L*  4  M^i  h   10  hf  30 

Comite  2..,, , Lo  fk  M"l  ^  11  h.  45 

Conlt'  3 Le  4  M^l  I  15  h. 

Comltr  4 , Le  4  MP!  ^  16  h.  45 

Cette  proposition  fut  ppprnuyer  •  t  11  fut  rnnoncc  que  lo 
llt-u  de  le  reunion  sr.r^lt  pnhpnce  .*»  l]nrdrc  du  Jour  du  4  Mai 
(egaleu-nt  laprlno  d°ns  le  J/wrnpl  df^  -'iTnie  d^tr). 

L«  President  fit  ensuite  un^  declprrtion  rtcorvnrnd^nt  "ux 
Co;nltes  d'aotlver  leurs  trrvrux  puls  11  d'cl^r^  1^  reunion 
t ermine e  ^  16  h.  30. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED  9 

on  International  Organization  DOC.  8c  (ENGLISH) 

III/2 

May  4,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


AGENDA  FOR  MEETINGS  OP  COMMITTEES 
OP  COMMISSION  III 

May  4 ,  Ig45 

(1)  Opening  statement  by  Chairman 

(2)  Organization  of  Committee 

(3)  Rules  of  procedure 

(4)  Documentation 

(5)  Terms  of  reference  for  Committee 

(6)  Time  of  Committee  meetings 

(7)  Other  business 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  in/2 

0  Kay  4,   1945. 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DES  REUNIONS  DES  COMITES 
£E  IA~COHMI5SION~l7l 

l£  1  mal  1945. 


(1)  Declaration  dfouverture  du  President 

(2)  Organisation  des  Comltee 

(3)  Reglement  lnte?rleur 

(4)  Documentation 

(5)  Mandat  des  Com! tee 

(6)  Horalre  des  reunions  des  Oomltes 

(7)  Autres  questions 
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RESTRICTED 


The  United  Nations  Conference  ?!i/3901  (T*" 

on  International  Organization  June  11,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

OUTRE  DU  JOUR  DE  JJL  PREMIERE  SEANCE  DJS  M  COMMISSION  III 
g  1>  Opera,  l£  i§  .1uln  1946.  &  ISh.SO 


(1)       Examen  du  rapport  du  Repoorteur  du  Comlte  HI/9 


AGENDA  FOR  THE  FIRST  MEETING-  OF  COMMISSION  |II 
Opera  ^ouee .  June  1!^.  ^946 .  g;?0 

(1)   Consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Rapporteur  of 
Committee  II 1/3. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  m/5 

on  International  Organization  June  13> 


COMMISSION  ffl        Security  CouncU 


VERBATIM  MINUTES  OP  THE  FIRST  MEETING.  OF 
COMMISSION  III 

era  House ,  June  12,  1945*  3:30  p»nu 


MR.  MORGENSTIERNE  (Norway),  President  of  Commission  III: 
Fellow  Delegates,  I  declare  the  first  meeting  of  Commission 
III  duly  opened.   Permit  me  first  of  all  to  introduce  to 
you  my  fellow  officers  of  Commission  III:  the  Rapporteur, 
Bis  Excellency  Celso  R.  Veltfzquez,  Ambassador  of  Paraguay 
to  the  United  States;  the  Assistant  Secretary-General,  His 
Excellency  Julitfn  R.  Cdceres,  Ambassador  of  Honduras  to 
the  United  States,  and  the  Executive i Of fleer,  Mr.  Grayson 
Kirk. 

This  Commission,  which  deals  with  the  Security  Council, 
is,  as  you  know,  divided  into  the  following  fo\xr  committees: 
Committee  1,  having  to  do  with  Structure  and  Procedures, 
Committee  2,  Peaceful  Settlement,  Committee  3>  Enforcement 
Arrangements,  and  Committee  4,  Regional  Arrangements.  We 
have  today  before  us  the  report  of  Committee  3  of  Commission 
III,  .dealing  with  Enforcement  Arrangements.  Reports  from 
the  other  three  committees  under  this  Commission  will  be 
taken  up  here  at  subsequent  meetings;  we  hope  very  soon. 

I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to  thank  the  officers 
and  members  of  Committee  3  for  the  painstaking  and  success- 
ful work  which  they  have  done.  Particular  thanks  I  want  to 
extend  to  the  Chairman,  His  Excellency  Camilo  Ponce  Enrfquez, 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  Ecuador;  the  Rapporteur,  His 
Excellency  Joseph  Paul-Boncour  of  France;  tho  Rapporteur's 
associate,  Mr.  Christian  de  Margerie,  and  the  Secretary, 
Mr.  William  T.  R.  Fox. 

It  is  clearly  a  great  task  which  has  boon  performed  by 
Committee  3.  The  matters  dealt  with  by  this  Committee  are 
among  those  that  go  to  the  very  heart 'of  our  common  aspira- 
tions for  a  world  of  peace  and  security.  It  Is  only  natuiml 
that  the  fifty  governments  represented  hero  should  have  deep 
and  differing  convictions  as  to  what  will  best  serve  tho 
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permanent  interests  of  all  the  nations,  great  and  small, 
who  are  to  bo  members  of  the  new  vorld  Organization.   The 
Committee  and  its  subcommittees  have  had  in  all  twenty- 
four  sessions,  and  thirty-nine  amendments  have  been  intro- 
duced*  Naturally  this  has  taken  time,  but  in  the  years 
to  come,  surely  the  world  will  not  ask  how  long  we  were 
together  here  in  San  Francisco*   Rather,  it  will  ask  with 
what  wisdom  and  imagination  we  built  for  the  future. 

All  these  amendments  and  discussions  have  now,  by 
the  process  of  give  and  take,  been  crystallized  in  the 
report  before  this  Commission.   As  we  shall  soon  hear, 
it  is  a  very  complete  and  excellent  report  for  which  we 
are  deeply  grateful  to  that  veteran  of  international 
cooperation,  that  gallant  leader  of  the  mother  country 
of  libert£,  fraternit^  et  ogalit£,  M,  Paul-Boncour. 
This  report,  unanimously  adopted  by  Committee  3,  is  in 
itself  a  manifestation  of  that  will  and  ability  of  tho 
United  Nations  to  work  together  and  to  reconcile  their 
Individual  points  of  view  which  will  surely,  in  the  days 
to  come,  bo  more  important  even  than  the  wording  of  th« 
Charter  Itself. 

Apart  from  differences  of  opinion  with  regard  to 
emphasis  and  approach,  there  has  been  and  is,  I  believe, 
general  agreement  as  to  the  paramount  importance  of  the 
Security  Council  being  placed  in  a  position  to  act  quickly 
and  effectively.   On  this  score  I  am  sure  the  Committee 
has  had  in  mind  the  bitter  experience  of  the  last  thirty 
years.   It  has  clearly  realized  that  the  executive  body 
of  the  new  world  Organization  must  be  so  organized  and 
equipped  that  it  can  prevent,  as  far  as  it  is  humanly 
possible  to  prevent,  tho  outbreak  of  another  devastating 
world  struggle  like  the  one  which  today  we  are  only  half 
through*   Even  now,  when  we  feel  a  tremendous  and  Justi- 
fied relief  at  the  war  in  Europe  being  over,  we  cannot 
forget  for  one  momont  that,  on  the  authority  and  ability 
of  the  Security  Council  to  act  with  all  possible  dispatch 
and  forcefulness,  may  very  well  depend  at  some  future 
date,  tho  security,  the  peace,  and  the  very  existence 
of  the  freedom-  and  justice-loving  nations  of  the  world. 

I  will  ask  the  officers  of  Committee  3  to  take  their 
places  on  the  rostrum. 

May  I  ask  the  Rapporteur,  Mr.  Paul-Boncour,  whether 
he  himself  Would  be  willing  to  read  his  report? 

MR*  PAUL-BONCOUR  (France)  ( speaking  In  French; 
English  version  of  the  report  follows).:  Committee  3 
of  the  third  Commission  has  been  charged  with  the  task 
of  redrafting  tho  provisions  included  In  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  B,  and  Chapter  XII  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro- 
posals* 
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These  provisions  have  been  under  consideration  by 
this  Committee  at  meetings  held  since  May  4  under  the 
chairmanship  or  Mr,  Camilo  Ponce  Enrfquez,  Minister  of 
Foreign  Affairs  of  Ecuador.   It  gives  me  especial  pleasure 
to  acknowledge  the  great  credit  which  is  due  him  for  his 
helpful  leadership  of  the  Committee1 s  discussions* 

In  the  course  of  its  first  meetings,  the  Committee 
was  faced  by  a  multiplicity  of  amendments  referring  to  a 
single  idea,  though  expressed  at  times  in  different  para- 
graphs.  It  decided  to  study  the  various  amendments  in  the 
systematic  order  which  I  had  suggested  for  their  classifi- 
cation in  my  preliminary  report. 

It  is,  therefore,  in  the  order  thus  set  forth,  that 
I  shall  report  on  the  deliberations  to  which  these  amend- 
ments gave  rise*   I  would  add  that  the  discussion  on 
Chapter  XII  is  not  dealt  with  in  the  present  report. 

I.   ROLE  OF  THE  SECURITY  COUNCIL 

An  Initial  category  of  amendments  proposed  by  the 
various  powers  referred  to  tho  procedure  contemplated  in 
Section  B  of  Chapter  VTII  for  the  determination  of  the 
existence  of  threats  to  thcr  peace  or  of  acts  of  aggression, 
and  of  the  role  of  the  Security  Council  in  this  procedure. 

A.   Part ic ipat ion  by  the  Assembly  or 
Enlargement  ofrthe^Cbuncxx 

A  general  discussion  was  first  entered  Into  on  the 
proposal  to  supplement  the  action  of  the  Security  Council 
by  participation  of  the  Assembly  in  decisions  relative  to 
enforcement  metiSures  or  to  provide  for  the  participation 
of  states  not  members  of  the  Council  In  decisions  relative 
^o"  suon  measures* 

The  majority  of  the  powers  that  expressed  their 
opinion  on  these  two  proposals  emphasized  in  the  first 
place  that  the  Council  Included  a  majority  of  members 
elected  by  the  Assembly,  In  which  all  the  powers  of  the 
international  Organization  originally  reside.  For  this 
reason,  the  Security  Council  must  be  granted  full  con- 
fidence since,  aside  from  the  question  of  the  unanimity 
of  the  permanent  members,  It  expresses,  in  the  final 
analysis,  only  the  opinions  of  the  Assembly • 

They  then  stated  that  the  application  of  enforcement 
measures,  In  order  to  be  effective,  must,  as  our  President 
has  Just  stated,  above  all  be  swift;  they  recognized  in 
general  that  It  is  impossible  to  oohoelve  or  swift  and 
effective  action  if  the  decision  of  the  Council  must  be 
submitted  to  ratification  by  the  Assembly,  or  if  the 
measures  applied  by  the  Council  are  susceptible  of  re- 
vision by  the  Assembly.  This  moreover,  would  be  contrary 


to  the  basic  Idea  of  the  Organization,  which  contemplated 
a  differentiation  between  the  functions  of  the  Council 
and  those  of  the  Assembly. 

Under  these  conditions,  the  Committee  formally  declared 
itself,  by  several  votes,  against  intervention  by  the  Assem- 
bly in  this  procedure. 

Nevertheless,  retaining  the  idea  expressed  by  a 
Canadian  amendment,  a  subcommittee  was  constituted  to 
find  a  compromise  formula  which,  while  taking  into 
account  the  major  consideration  that  the  action  of  the 
Security  Council  should  be  neither  weakened  nor  delayed, 
might  nevertheless  associate  states  not  represented  in 
the  Council  with  decisions  concerning  the  utilization  of 
the  forces  which  they  place  at  the  disposal  of  the  Organi- 
zation. 

At  the  meeting  of  June  2,  the  Committee  approved  the 
following  text  of  a  new  paragraph  to  be  inserted  between 
paragraphs  5  and  6  of  Section  B  of  Chapter  VIII: 

"When  a  decision  to  use  force  has  been  taken 
by  the  Security  Council,  it  shall,  before  calling 
upon  any  member  not  represented  on  it  to  provide 
armed  forces  in  fulfillment  of  its  obligations 
under  the  preceding  paragraph,  Invite  such  member, 
if  it  so  request,  to  send  a  representative  to  parti* 
cipate  in  the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council  con- 
cerning the  employment  of  contingents  of  its  armed 
forces." 

This  supplementary  paragraph  takes  into  account  the 
concern  very  vigorously  expressed  by  many  powers  that  the 
military  forces  put  at  the  disposition  of  the  Security 
Council  by  the  special  agreements  might  be  used  without 
the  contributing  nation  having  had  a  voice  in  the  Council 
meetings  where  it  is  decided  to  use  these  forces.  Hence- 
forth, every  member  not  represented  on  the  Council  may  par- 
ticipate, with  the  right  of  voting,  in  the  deliberations  of 
the  Council  when  it  is  a  question  of  the  utilization  of  its 
armed  forces.  To  repeat  a  well  chosen  expression  of  the 
Delegate  of  the  Netherlands,  the  principle  of  flno  military 
action  without  representation"  was  accepted  by  ^EKe  com- 
mittee. 

This  decision  is  of  such  a  nature  as  to  reassure,  In 
large  measure,  the  middle  and  small  powers,  which  might 
otherwise  have  feared  that  they  were  giving  carte  blanche 
to  the  Council  in  the  particularly  serious  domain  or  tne 
utilization  of  their  military  forces  outside  their  national 
frontiers. 
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It  has  not  appeared  possible  to  extend  the  conception 
of  ad  hoc  representation- on  the  Council  to  Include  those 
Instances  wherein  the  latter  discusses,  not  the  utilization 
of  armed  forces,  but  rather  the  use  of  facilities  and 
assistance  to  be  furnished  by  a  state  not  a  meniber~"o1ir  the 
Council. As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  recognized  that  the 
adoption  of  such  a  formula  might  unduly  increase  the  number 
of  Council  members  and  delay  its  decisions. 

Furthermore,  the  desire  to  take  into  consideration  the 
well-founded  observations  of  the  Egyptian  Delegation  on  this 
subject  led  the  Committee  to  approve  the  explanations  furnished 
by  the  Delegations  of  Great  Britain,  the  U.S.S.R.,  Prance,  and 
Greece.  Accordingly,  it  was  recognized  that  the  question  "of 
facilities  and  assistance11  was  already  covered  by  the  special 
agreements  contemplated  in  paragraph  5,  Section  B,  Chapter  VIII. 
Paragraph  9  of  the  said  chapter  contemplates,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  a  state  not  represented  on  the  Military  Staff  Committee 
should  be  invited  to  be  associated  with  it  should  the  need 
arise.  Finally,  paragraph  4  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  formally 
provides  for  the  participation  in  the  Council  discussions  of 
any  member  of  the  Organization  whose  interests  may  be  parti- 
cularly affected. 

In  the  light  of  these  assurances,  which  covered  its  point 
of  view,  the  Delegation  of  Egypt  willingly  withdrew  its  amend- 
ment. 

B.  Limitations  on  the  Council's  Freedom  of  Action 

A  number  of  amendments  referring  to  paragraphs  1  and  2 
were  directed  not  at  associating  the  Assembly  in  the  Council's 
deliberations  but  at  limiting  the  very  great  freedom  which,  In 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  is  left  to  the  Council  in  deter- 
mining what  action,  if  any,  to  take. 

Some  of  these  amendments  were  designed  to  make  more 
precise  the  Council's  obligation  to  act  in  accordance  with 
the  purposes  and  principles  of  the  Organization  and  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Charter.  The  Committee  considered  that,  since 
such  specifications  were  already  stated  in  Chapter  VI  defining 
the  powers  of  the  Council,  it  was  unnecessary  to  make  special 
mention  of  them  in  the  present  chapter. 

The  Committee  similarly  put  aside  a  proposal  which  would 
have  obligated  the  Council  to  aid  any  party  submit ting  to 
Judicial  settlement.  It  believed  that,  while  appreciating 
the  motives  which  Inspired  this  amendment,  it  unduly  restricted 
the  Council's  freedom  of  action  and  that  oases  might  arise 
where  a  party  refusing  to  submit  to  a  judicial  settlement 
might  not  necessarily  be  at  fault. 
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C.  Determination  of  Acts  of  Aggression 

A  more  protracted  discussion  developed  in  the  Committee 
on  the  possible  Insertion  in  paragraph  2,  Section  B,  Chapter 
VIII,  of  the  determination  of  acts  of  aggression, 

Various  amendments  proposed  on  this  subject,  notably 
one  by  the  Delegation  of  Bolivia,  recalled  the  definitions 
written  into  a  number  of  treaties  concluded  before  this  war 
but  did  not  claim  to  specify  all  cases  of  aggression.  They 
proposed  a  list  of  eventualities  in  which  intervention  by 
the  Council  would  be  automatic.  At  the  same  time  they  would 
have  left  to  the  Council  the  power  to  determine  the  other 
cases  in  which  It  should  likewise  intervene.  There  was  no 
question  of  defining  aggression,  but  simply  of  enumerating 
the  particularly  flagrant  cases. 

Although  this  proposition  evoked  considerable  support, 
it  nevertheless  became  clear  to  a  majority  of  the  Committee 
that  a  preliminary  definition  of  aggression  went  beyond  the 
possibilities  of  this  Conference  and  the  purpose  of  the  Charter. 
Tb*  progress  of  the  technique  of  modern  warfare  renders  very 
d-aficult  the  definition  of  all  cases  of  aggression.  It  may 
be  noted  that,  the  list  of  such  cases  being  necessarily  Incom- 
plete, the  Council  would  have  a  tendency  to  consider  of  less 
Importance  the  acts  not  mentioned  therein;  these  omissions 
would  encourage  the  aggressor  to  distort  the  definition  or 
might  delay  action  by  the  Council.  Furthermore,  In  the  other 
cases  listed,  automatic  action  by  the  Council  might  bring 
about  a  premature  application  of  enforcement  measures. 

The  Committee  therefore  decided  to  adhere  to  the  text 
drawn  up  at  Dumbarton  Oaks  and  to  leave  to  the  Council  the 
entire  decision,  and  also  the  entire  responsibility  for  that 
decision,  as  to  what  constitutes  a  threat  to  peace,  a  breach 
of  the  peace,  or  an  act  of  aggression. 

D.  Provisional  Measures  Preliminary 
to" Enror cement  Measures 

An  amendment  which  would  have  called  upon  the  Council  to 
have  recourse  to  provisional  measures  before  applying  enforce- 
ment measures,  and  another  amendment  specifying  the  enforce* 
ment  measures  to  be  taken,  revealed  the  lack  of  precision  of 
.the  term  "measures"  used  in  paragraphs  1  and  2,  Section  B, 
Chapter  VIII,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals.  An  explanation 
was  also  requested  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  "recommenda- 
tions" In  the  sane  text.  A  drafting  subcommittee  was  charged 
with  the  work  of  proposing  a  rewording  of  these  texts*  talcing 
Into  Account  the  various  amendments  presented. 

In  the  work  of  redrafting  the  texts  by  the  Bubconmlttee, 
every  effort  was  made  to  distinguish  between  the  cases  of 
threats  to  the  peaoe  in  paragraph  1,  In  which  oases  the 
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Security  Council  vould  have  latitude  to  judge  whether  It  should 
or  should  not  apply  enforcement  measures,  and  the.  cases  In 
paragraph  2  where  the  Council,  having  found  that  a  breach  of 
the  peace  or  the  act  of  aggression  had  occurred,  should  be 
obliged  to  decide  upon  the  application  of  enforcement  measures. 
This  text  had  unquestionably  the  merit  of  great  clarity.  The 
Committee,  however,  believed  that,  In  spite  of  its  undoubted 
effort  at  clarity,  this  distinction  might  endanger  trie  Council1! 
free  discretion  as  proposed  in  the  text  of  Dumbarton  Oaks.  Too 
rigid  a  distinction  between  threats  to  the  peace  and  attempts 
against  the  peace,  or  acts  of  aggression,  an  enumeration  in 
which  one  finds  countless  nuances,  appeared  to  the  Committee 
to  be  In  contradiction  with  the  previous  decision  to  avoid  a 
definition  of  aggression  and  with  the  general  spirit  of  the 
Charter. 

Under  these  circumstances  a  motion,  inspired  by  a  desire 
to  follow  more  faithfully  the  original  text,  was  made  by  China. 
This  motion,  which  omits  paragraph  1  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  and  constitutes  a  new  paragraph  2  of  the  amendment 
concerning  provisional  measures,  roads  as  follows: 

(1)  The  Security  Council  should  determine  the  existence 
of  any  threat  to  the  peace,  breach  of  the  peace,  or 
act  or  aggression,  and  should  moke  recommendations 
or  doclde  upon  the  measures  set  forth  in  paragraphs 
3  and  4  of  this  Section  to  be  taken  to  maintain  or 
restore)  peace  and  security 

(2)  Before  making  recommendations  or  deciding  upon  the 
measures  for  tho  maintenance  or  restoration  of 
peace  and  security  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  paragraph  1,  tho  Security  Council  may 
call  upon  the  parties  concerned  to  comply  with 
such  provisional  measures  as  It  may  doem  necessary 
or  desirable  in  order  to  prevent  an  aggravation 

of  the  situation.  Such  provisional  measures 
should  be  without  prejudice  to  the  rights,  claims, 
or  position  of  tho  parties  concerned.  Failure 
to  comply  with  such  provisional  measures  should 
be  duly  token  account  of  by  tho  Security  Council. 

The  new  paragraph  1  which  reproduces  in  effect  the  pro- 
visions of  the  former  paragraph  2  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  leaves  to  the  Security  Council  the  task  of  deter- 
mining the  existence  of  any  threat  to  the  peace,  breach  of 
thejpeace,  or  act  of  aggression.  According  to  tho  circumstance! 
the  Security  Council  should  make  recommendations  and  decide 
upon  the  enforcement  measures  to  be  taken  as  set  forth  In 
this  Chapter*  It  may  also  initially  call  upon  the  parties 
concerned  to  comply  with  provisional  measures  (paragraph  2). 
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It  would  nevertheless  be  contrary  to  the  opinion  generally 
expressed  within  the  Committee  to  Imagine  that  the  very  great 
latitude  thus  left  to  the  Council  should  retard  Its  action  or 
diminish  Its  effectiveness. 

This  Is  what  Senator  Rolin,  the  Belgian  Representative, 
desired  to  emphasize  by  withdrawing  in  the  name  of  the  draft- 
Ing  subcommittee  the  draft  proposed  by  that  subcommittee. 
Therefore,  according  to  his  request  it  was  decided  that  the 
new  text  should  be  Interpreted  In  accordance  with  the  scope 
of  the  following  observations,  the  inclusion  of  which  in  the 
report,  was  unanimously  approved  by  the  Committee* 

(1)  "in  using  the  word  'recommendations'  in  Section  B, 
as  already  found  in  paragraph  5,  Section  A,  the 
Committee  had  Intended  to  show  that  the  action  of 
the  Council  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  peaceful 
settlement  of  a  dispute  or  to  situations  giving 
rise  to  a  threat  of  war,  a  breach  of  the  peace,  or 
aggression,  should  be  considered  as  governed  by 
the  provisions  contained  in  Section  A.  Under  such 
an  hypothesis,  the  Council  would  in  reality  pursue 
simultaneously  two  distinct  actions,  one  having 
for  its  object  the  settlement  of  the  dispute  or 
tho  difficulty,  and  the  other,  the  enforcement  or 
provisional  measures,  each  of  which  is  governed  by 
an  appropriate  section  in  Chapter  VIII* 

(2)  "It  is  the  Committee's  view  that  the  power  given 
to  the  Council  under  paragraphs  1  and  2  not  to 
resort  to  the  measures  contemplated  In  paragraphs 
3  and  4,  or  to  resort  to  them  only  after  having 
sought  to  maintain  or  restore  peace  by  Inviting 
the  parties  to  consent  to  certain  provisional  mea- 
sures, refers  above  all  to  the  presumption  of  a 
threat  of  war*  The  Committee  Is  unanimous  In  the 
belief  that,  on  the  contrary,  in  the  case  of  flagrant 
aggression  imperiling  the  existence  of  a  member  of 
the  Organization,  enforcement  measures  should  be 
taken  without  delay,  and  to  the  full  extent  required 
by  circumstances,  except  that  the  Council  should  at 
the  same  time  endeavor  to  persuade  the  aggressor  to 
abandon  Its  venture,  by  the  moans  contemplated  In 
Section  A  and  by  prescribing  provisional  measures.11 

In  addition,  assurance  was  sought  by  the  Canadian  Delegation 
that  members  would  not  be  required  to  provide  forces  In  excess  of 
those  which  had  already  been  promised  In  the  special  agreements 
mentioned  in  paragraph  5*  This  Interpretation  was  forthcoming 
from  the  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

It  was  after  reconsideration  of  the  above  observations  that 
the  Committee  finally  approved  the  new  text  by  a  Vote  of  35  to  1. 
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II,  MECHANISM  OP  ENFORCEMENT  MEASURES 

A  second  category  of  amendments  proposed  by  various  powers 
refers  to  the  actual  mechanism  of  application  of  enforcement 
measures. 

A.  Economic  Measures  and  other  Non-Military  Measures 

After  an  exchange  of  views  concerning  financial  measures 
and  the  compatibility  of  obligations  resulting  from  paragraph  3, 
Section  B,  with  other  obligations  deriving  from  treaties,  the 
Committee  adopted  paragraph  3,  Section  B,  Chapter  VIII,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals* 

B.  Military  Measures 

The  Committee  turned  then  to  consider  military  enforcement 
measures.  In  the  first  place,  an  amendment  presented  by  the 
Norwegian  Delegation,  to  provide  that  the  Security  Council  may 
"take  over  on  behalf  of  the  Organization  the  administration  of 
any  territory  of  which  the  continued  administration  by  the  state 
in  possession  is  found  to  constitute  a  threat  to  the  peace11,  was 
withdrawn,  after  it  had  been  indicated  that  such  a  reference  to  a 
particular  procedure  could  be  interpreted  as  restrictive  and  of 
such  nature  as  to  limit  the  field  of  application  of  measures  at 
the  disposition  of  the  Council. 

The  Committee  adopted  b£  unanimous  vote  the  text  of 
aragraph  k  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  wKTch  gives  to 
lie  CounciT  the  power,  when  diplomatic,  economic,  or  other 
measures  are  considered  by  the  Council  to  be  inadequate,  to 
undertake  such  aerial,  naval,  or  land  operations  as  may  be 
necessary  to  maintain  or  restore  international  peace  and  securlt 

One  cannot  overemphasize  the  importance  of  this  unanimous 
vote,  which  renders  sacred  the  obligation  of  all  states  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  operations • 

The  principle  of  enforcement  measures  of  a  military  nature 
being  thus  established,  the  Committee  proceeded  to  a  study  of 
the  methods  of  applying  these  measures, 

!•  National  Contingents  and  Special  Agreements 

It  will  be  recalled  that  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  con- 
templated that  the  force  put  at  the  disposition  of  the  Security 
Council  should  take  the  form  of  national  contingents  furnished 
by  the  members  according  to  the  special  agreements  to  be  nego- 
tiated subsequently.  These  contingents  would  oe  put  into  action 
in  accordance  with  the  plans  of  a  Military  Staff  Committee, 
Furtnermore,  tBTTpScral  agreements  should  specify  tne  manner 
and  type  of  forces  as  well  as  the  facilities  and  assistance  to 
be  furnished  In  each  case.  Finally,  it  was  contemplated  that 
national  air  force  contingents  should  be  held  at  the  immediate 
aisposition  of  tfee  Security  Council. 
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We  have  classified  in  two  categories  the  amendments  rela- 
tive to  this  part  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  by  distin- 
guishing between  those  which  concern  the  organization  and  the 
composition  of  the  national  contlngenTsT  on  tne  one  haEETT  oncf 
those  which  refer  to  special  agreements,  on  the  other. 

In  reality,  it  soon  became  evident  that  all  these  amendments 
were  closely  connected  and  that  a  comprehensive  solution  was 
necessary. 

This  solution  was  found  in  a  new  draft  of  paragraph  5. 
Proposed  by  the  Representative  of  France  in  "EKe  name  or  the 
four  sponsoring  governments,  Prance,  and  Australia,  this  text 
was  unanimously  approved  by  the  Committee,  which  considered 
that  It  incorporated  the  substance  of  the  amendments  presented 
and  of  the  observations  formulated  during  the  discussion.  The 
text  of  the  new  paragraph  5  is  as  follows: 

"In  order  that  all  members  of  the  Organization 
should  contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  international 
peace  and  security,  they  should  undertake  to  make 
available  to  the  Security  Council,  on  Its  call  and  In 
accordance  with  a  special  agreement  or  agreements* 
armed  forces,  assistance  ^nd  facilities  including 
rights  of  'i.^ssage  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining~Tn1fernatlonal  peace  ar.d  security.  Such  agree- 
ment or  agreements  should  govern  the  numbers  and  typos 
of  forces,  their  degree  of  readiness  and  general  loca- 
tion, and  the  nature  of  tho  facilities  ana  assistance 
to  bo  provided.  The  special  agreement  or  agreements 
should  be  negotiated  as  soon  as  possible  on  tho  initia- 
tive of  the  Security  Council  and  concludolTTjotwpon  the 

ana  member  states  or  between  the 


Security  Council  onc  groups  amembe 
such  agreements  aEoulciBesugTect  to 
the  signatory  states  In  accordance  w 
'"' 


Security  Council  oncE  groups  aF^member  states.  All 

ect  to  ratification  by 

with  their 
processes' 

Contents  of  the  Special  Agreements.  .One  of  tho  criticisms 
made  or  the  DuEBeFEon  oaks  Proposals  was  its  lack  of  precision 
concerning  tho  content  of  the  special  agreements.  ""In  this 
respect,  the  new  text  contains  some  specifications  of  groat 
interest. 

Talcing  into  consideration  the  desire  expressed  by  Prance, 
the  right  of  passage  is  specifically  mentioned  in  the  text  as 
he"""«LcIli  ti 


one  of  the"""«LcIli  ties  "  to  be  furnished  by  the  member  states, 
although  this  mention  is  not  Intended  to  exclude  the  granting 
of  other  facilities.  The  Committee  agreed  to  this  inclusion 
in  the  light  of  the  precedent  contained  in  the  Covenant  of  tho 
Locguo  of  Nations,  but  with  'the  conviction  that  this  important 
international  obligation  should  not  bo  violated  or  disregarded 
as  has  occurred  too  of  tori  in  tho  past. 
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that  the  special  agreements  should  fix  the  degree  of  readiness 


The  nev  text  of  paragraph  5  specifies,  on  the  other  hand, 

nts  should  fix  the  degree  of 
and  general  location  of  the  forces.  It  thus  incorporates  the 


iuEstance  of  the  amendments  Introduced  by  France  to  paragraphs 
5  and  6  concerning  the  period  within  which  forces  must  be  made 
available  and  the  zones  of  occupation  of  the  military  contin- 
gents. 

Agreements  Concluded  vlth  the  Council.  Another  very  serious 
criticism  or  tne  Dumbarton  oaics^frbposais  made  by  the  Delegations 
of  Australia  ,  Nev  Zealand,  and  India  related  to  the  excessive 
latitude  allowed  member  states  with  respect  to  the  conclusion 
of  the  special  agreements.  The  obligation  Imposed  upon  them  was 
not  specific;  the  consent  of  the  Security  Council  was  presented 
as  a  simple  formality,  to  such  an  extent  that  one  might  ask  If, 
in  reality,  such  agreements  would  ever  be  concluded  and  if  they 
would  fulfil  their  objective.  / 

The  new  text  of  paragraph  5  remedies  these  defects  Inasmuch 
as  it  provides: 

in  the  first  place,  that  the  special  agreements  will 
be  concluded  on  the  Initiative  of  the  Council*  The 
latter  may,  sHouT^tne  occasion  arTse,  counteract  any 
dilatory  action  on  the  part  of  a  member  not  anxious 
to  conclude  a  special  agreement;  in  the  second  place. 
that  the  special  agreements  shall  be  concluded  between 
the  Security  Council  and  members  or  groups  of  members*" 

Inasmuch  as  the  Council,  as  such,  will  be  a  party  in  all 
cases  to  the  special  agreements,  it  may  demand  that  the  agree- 
ments be  formulated  in  such  a  manner  that  they  effectively 
fulfil  the  alms  stipulated  for  them  in  the  Charter. 

This  in  no  way  excludes  the  possibility  of  the  conclusion 
of  special  agreements  to  which  several  members  would  be  parties. 
Mention  is  made,  in  fact,  in  the  new  text  of  "groups  of  members11 
which  may  be  mutually  bound  by  special  agreements  but  on  the 
express  condition  that  the  Council  Itself  be  included  among  the 
signatories  and  that  it  would  not  be  satisfied  with  merely 
giving  its  approval. 

The  progress  made  on  the  text  of  paragraph  5  was  considered 
so  satisfactory  by  the  Committee  that  it  permitted  the  unanimous 
adoption  without  modification  <of  paragraphs  6  and  7  of  the  Dum- 
barton Oeks  Proposals. 

Air  Force  Contingents.  In  the  light  of  the  explanations 
furnisned  on  the  subject  of  paragraph  5*  it  became  apparent 
that  the  mention  in  paragraph  6  of  national  air  force  contin- 
gents to  be  held  Imedlately  available  to  the  Organisation 
could  not  in  any  way  be  considered  as  restrictive.  .  The  mention 
in  paragraph  5  of  the  "number  and  types  of  forces,  their  degree 
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of  readlnesa  and  general  location"  covers,  in  reality,  military 
contingents  in  their  entiroty,  and  there  is  absolutely  no 
question  of  limiting  them  co  the  air  force  contingents.  If 
air  force  contingents  are  mentioned  in  paragraph  o,  it  is 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  supplementary  precision,  without 
tho  general  scope  of  paragraph  5  being  in  any  way  restricted. 

Undor  thoso  conditions  Australia  .  ,nd  Prance,  taking  into 
account  thoso  explanations,  withdrew  tho  amendments  which  they 
had  presented  in  regard  to  tho  use  of  "mixed  contingents"  or 
of  "forces  of  all  armo". 

Paragraph  J.  A  worthy  desire  for  precision  led  tho  Dolo- 
gation  or  Chile  to  ask  that  it  bo  indicated  in  paragraph  7  that 
members  of  the  Organization,  in  the  pplicatlon  of  military 
measures,  should  act  as  may  bo  determined  by  the  Security  Council 
and  in  accordance  wltIT~tho  agreements  mentTorio(I~ln  paragraph  5, 
The  explanations  off  erecflluring  the  discussion  oT^tne  new  pora- 
graph  5  and  the  fact  that  such  a  definition  concerning  military 
measures  might  be  Interpreted  as  relieving  the  member  states  of 
their  obligations  relative  to  diplomatic,  economic,  or  other 
measures  led  the  Delegation  of  Chile  to  withdraw  Its  amendment  • 

Paragraphs  6,  7*  and  8-  -the  latter  serving  only  as  an  in- 
troduction to  paragraph  9  —  were  therefore  adopted  unanimously. 

Military  Staff  Commit  toe  •  Paragraph'  9  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals  concerning  the  Military  Staff  Committee,  which 
is  to  advise  and  help  the  Security  Council  concerning  its 
military  needs,  gave  rise  to  an  interesting  debate. 

The  Committee  unanimously  approved  an  amendment  to  tho 
effect  that  tho  Military  Staff  Committee  should  have  power  to 
establish  regional  subcommittees  of  tho  Military  Staff  Committee 
with  the  authorization  or  the  socuriTy~Comicll«  The  dommittoe 
rurtner  provided,  tnat  regional  stair  subcommittees  should  be 
constituted  only  after  consultation  with  regional  agencies. 

As  regards  the  actual  composition  of  the  Military  Staff 
Committee,  after  having  considered  various  proposals  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  state  eligible  for  representation,  the 
Committee  recognized  tho  need  for  the  membership  on  the  Staff 
Committee  to  be  limited.  The  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  quite 
rightly  intended  an  organ  composed  of  a  small  number  of  repre- 
sentatives; strategic  plans  and  a  ipeons  of  putting  them  into 
effect  cannot  bo  formulated  in  discussions  among  too  large  a 
number  of  people  responsible  for  them,  Tho  explanations  given 
both  as  regards  consul  t&tlon  between  the  international  Committee 
and  the  national  military  staff  of  any  country  called  upon  to 
provide  armed  forces,  end  as  regards  the  role  of  strategic 
direction  rather  than  that  of  military  command  assigned  to 

commi 


International  Military  vJEorr  committee  were  aeo-med  satis- 
factory by  the  Committee* 
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The  Committee  therefore  unanimously  adopted  paragraph  9 
with  the  additions  just  mentioned. 

The  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands  furthermore  requested 
that  this  report  should  mention  the  explanation  given  by  the 
Delegate  of  Great  Britain  to  the  effect  that  in  his  personal 
opinion  the  Military  Staff  Committee  should  reply  to  any 
written  or  verbal  questions  raised  by  members  of  the  Organisa- 
tion which  are  not  represented  on  this  Committee. 

Economic  Problems  of  Enforcement  Action.  In  conclusion, 
having  hoard  various  explanations  on  the  subject  of  mutual 
assistanco  between  states  in  tho  application  of  the  measures 
determined  by  the  Security  Council  and  having  noted  tho 
legitimate  concern  expressed  by  South  Africa  that  the  expenses 
of  enforcement  action  carried  out  against  a  guilty  state  should 
fall  upon  that  state,  tho  Committee  declared  itself  satisfied 
with  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  10  and  11. 

A  desire  moreover  was  expressed  that  the  Organization 
should,  In  the  future,  seek  to  promote  a  system  aiming  at  the 
fairest  possible  distribution  of  expenses  incurred  as  a  result 
or  enforcement  action. 

Having  duly  noted  the  explanations  and  suggestions  given, 
the  Committee  unaniiuoxisly  adopted  paragraphs  10  find  11  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  without  change. 

The  Committee  has  thus  accomplished  the  difficult  task 
which  was  entrusted  to  it  and  which  was  destined  to  establish 
what  might  justly  be  considered  the  keystone  of  the  peace 
structure  which  we  are  in  the  process  of  building.  As  I  said 
In  my  preliminary  report  submitted  to  Committee  3  of  Commission 
III,  this  part  of  the  Proposals  of  Dumbarton  Oaks  constitutes, 
in  effect,  from  the  point  of  view  of  security,  definite  and 
considerable  progress  over  measures  adopted  previously  and 
especially  over  the  Covenant  of  the  League  of  Nations. 

Its  authors  have  taken  into  consideration  the  experience 
gained  in  the  course  of  the  twenty  years  which  preceded  this 
war  and  have  adoptod  some  concepts  which,  allow  mo  to  remind 
you,  Prance  has  the  honor  of  having  advocated  since  1919  vith 
L3on  Bourgeois,  well  remembered  by  those  of  his  Geneva  colleagues 
whom  I  have  had  the  great  pleasure  of  seeing  again  here,  and 
which  I  did  not  cease  to  defend  in  the  discussions  of  the  League 
of  Nations. 

Military  assistance,  in  case  of  aggression,  ceases  to  be 
a  " re commendation"  made  to  member  states;  it  becomes  for  all 
an  "obligation"  which  none  can  shirk. 
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If  these  proposals  are  adopted,  the  International 
Organization  will  cease  to  be  unarmed  In  the  face  of  violence; 
a  collective  force  the  size,  the  degree  of  preparedness,  the 
composition,  and  the  general  location  of  which  will  be  de- 
termined beforehand  will  have  been  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Council  to  oer.ry  out  these  decisions. 

Here  is  a  groat  historic  development  in  the  accomplishment 
of  which  it  will  be  the  honor  of  the  members  of  Committee  3 
of  Commission  III  to  havo  collaborated.  May  I  be  allowed,  in 
concluding,  to  thank  them  for  the  zeal  and  .unceasing  applica- 
tion thoy  havo  shown  in  the  course  of  long  an(JL  earnest  discus- 
sions, a  testimony  of  the  will  for  peace  and  international 
solidarity  which  animates  all  of  us  hero. 

PRESIDENT:  I  want  to  thank  the  Rapporteur  once  more  for 
his  report. 

Is  there  any  discussion  on  the  report  we  have  just  hoard? 
Mr.  De  j^aa  of  Franco. 


MR.  DEJEAN  (speaking  in  French;  English  version  as 
delivered  by  interpreter  follows):  France  has  twice  in  a  quarter 
of  a  century  been  the  victim  of  German  aggression.  Therefore, 
France  was  particularly  interested  in  the  question  that  had  been 
discussed  by  the  Committee  whose  report  is  now  before  us- 

The  provisions  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  are  the  key  to 
the  whole  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  plan,  because  they  decide 
whether  the  new  security  organization  is  to  prove  impotent 
and,  therefore,  be  a  failure,  or  whether  it  is  to  be  provided 
with  the  necessary  means  for  carrying  out  Its  Important  task. 
We  Vere  very  glad  that  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  'project  took  up 
several  ideas  for  which  Franco  had  fought  for  twenty  years  in 
Geneva*  The  suggestion  of  national  contingents  was  one  that 
was  very  similar  to  the  French  proposals  which  were  made,  first 
of  all,  in  1919  and  repeated  again  in  1932  by  M.  Paul-Boncour, 
who,  at  that  time,  was  Minis  tor  of  War. 

France  has  shown  her  interest  in  this  question  by  proposing 
a  number  of  amendments  to  increase  the  efficiency  and  rapidity 
of  the  Council1  s  work  in  this  respect.  The  text  which  has  been 
unanimously  adopted  takes  considerable  account  of  many  of  the 
French  amendments.  It  was  obvious  that  the  Security  Council 
could  not  fulfil  its  role  adoquately  if  frontiers  were  to  remain 
as  water-  tight  compartments,  as  that  would  merely  have  brought 
us  back  to  the  state  of  affairs  by  which  we  wore  faced  in  1939. 

France  was  particularly  Interested  in  the  question  of 
mixed  contingent^  and  the  special  agreements  which  were  pre- 
scribed eventually  in  paragraph  5  enabled  the  French  and 
Australian  Delegations  to  withdraw  their  amendments  on  that 
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proposal.  Franco,  however,  still  adheres  to  the  principle  that 
It  would  bo  desirable  to  have  an  international  force  of  all 
arms  permanently  at  the  disposal  of  the  Organization,  in  order 
to  help  it  to  carry  out  its  difficult  task  of  maintaining  peace 
in  the  world.  The  text  as  it  is  now  before  us  is  a  considerable 
improvement  on  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  text  and  will  constitute  an 
important  contribution  toward  that  collective  security  which  has 
been  and  still  is  one  of  the  great  alms  of  France.  The  text  wo 
recognize  as  the  maximum  that  wo  could  hope  to  achieve  here  at 
the  present  time. 

I  would  like  to  express  our  thanks  to  all  the  delegations 
who  helped  LO  improve  the  text,  and  in  particular  to  the 
Delegations  of  Australia,  Canada,  and  Peru,  with  many  of  whoso 
amendments  we  were  in  sympathy.  We  supported  the  Canadian 
amendment  to  let  states  which  were  called  on  to  contribute  men 
and  arms  for  collective  action  have  a  seat  on  tho  Council.  We 
wore  also  glad  of  tho  Australian  amendment  for  clarification  ol 
paragraph  5*  c-nd  of  tho  amendment  of  Peru  dealing  with  tho 
relationship  between  the  international  military  staff  and  the 
national  staffs. 

We  are  glad  to  feel  that  unanimity  achieved  in  our  committee 
is  a  reflection  of  the  general  spirit  of  unanimity  which  has  reigned 
throughout  the  Conference,  end  we  maintain  that  that  unanimity  is 
essential  for  the  future  success  of  our  work,  as  it  has  been  for 
the  work  of  this  Conference. 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Dejean. 

Are  there  any  more  statements  or  comments  on  tho  report? 

There  do  net  seem  to  be  any.  May  I  ask  if  anybody  will 
move  the  adoption  of  the  report  in  full? 

MR.  CONNALLJf  (United  States):  Mr.  President. 
PRESIDENT:  The  Chair  recognizes  Senator  Connally. 

MR.  CONNALLY:  Mr.  President,  I  make  a  formal  motion  that 
the  report  of  the  Rapporteur  be  adopted  and  approved  by  the 
Commission. 

PRESIDENT:  Senator  Connally  has  made  the  motion  that  the 
report  bo  adopted.  Is  there  anyone  to  second  that  motion? 

Mr.  Wrong  of  CenadA.  seconds  the  motion  of  Senator  Connally 
that  the  report  be  adopted  in  full. 

Will  those  in  favor  of  Senator  Connolly's  notion  raise 
their  right  hand? 

(Showing  of  hands.) 
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PRESIDENT:  Any  against?  2? 

As  far  as  the  Chair  can  see,  the  report  has  been  unanimously 
adopted.  The  Executive  Officer  will  make  an  announcement* 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICER:  The  adoption  of  this  report  which  you 
have  just  approved  constitutes  the  major  portion  of  the  work  of 
this  Committee.  There  remains,  however,  as  Mr.  Morgenstierne 
has  said,  the  possibility  that  tho  Committee  will  be  roconvonod 
to  examine  Chapter  XII,  in  case  tho  Steering  Committee,  In  whose 
hands  it  now  Is,  returns  it  to  the  Committee  for  further  con- 
sideration. There  is  also  the  possibility  that  the  Committee 
will  bo  reconvened  to  examine  certain  textual  changes  which 
might  be  made  in  tho  Coordination  Committee  and  roforrod  back 
to  this  Committee  for  subsequent  examination.  Tho  Commission 
will  moot  again  tomorrow  evening  at  8:30  to  hear  tho  report  of 
tho  fourth  Committee  on  Regional  Arrangements. 

PRESIDENT:  As  thoro  is  no  othor  business  before  tho  Com- 
mission, the  first  meeting  of  the  third  Commission  stands 
adjourned. 

(Adjourned  at  5:20  p.m.) 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  June" is,  1945 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 


PROCES-VERBAL  DE  LA  PREMIERE  SEANCE  PE  rA  COMMISSION  III 
Theatre  rte  I1  Opera,  ifi  i£  .1uin  1946,  a 


M.  Morganstlerne  (Norvege).  President  de  la  Commission  III 
parlant  en  anglais;  texte  <*e  lf interpretation  en  franpals: 

M.  le  President ,  la  Commission  numero  III  qul  siege 
aujourd'hui  comport ait  parmi  les  membre§  de  son  bureau,  oomme 
Rapporteur,  Son  Excellence  Celso  R.  Velazque$, ^ambaesadeur  du 
Paraguay  aux  Etats-Unie;  comme  Secretaire-General  adjoint 
M.  Julian  R.  Caceree,  ambaseageur  du  Honduras  aux  Etats-Unls. 
Elle  a  eu  comme  Secretaire  Executif  M.  Orayson  Kirk, 

La  Commission,  qul  s'est  occup|e  des  questions  relatives 
au  Consell  de  Securite,  s'eet  dlvlsee  en  quatre  com! tee.  Le 


premier  comite  s'eet  occupexdes  questions  de  structure  et  de 
procedure;   le  second,  du  reglement  paciflque  des  litiges;  le 
trolsieme,  des  mesures  coeroitlves;  le  quatrieme,  des  accords 
reglonaux* 

Vous  etes  appeles  auJourd'hUl  a  examiner  le  rapport  du 
Comite  3,  relatlf  aux  mesures  coercltives. 

,  Les  rapnorts  des  trois  autree  oomltes  vous  seront  soumls 
ulterieurement  et,  Je  1'espere,  a  une  date  rapprochee. 

Je  s^isls  cette  occasion  pour  adresser  mes  remercigmente 
et  mes  felicitations  au  bureau  et  aux  membres  du  Comite  3  pour 
le  travail  tres  ardu  qu'ile  ont  accompli. 

Mes  remeroiements  vont  spiolalement  au  President  du  Oomite, 
M.  Camllo  Ponce  Enrique t,  Minlstre  des  Affaires  etrangeres  de 
l!Equateur;  au  Rapporteur,  S.E.M.  Paul-Boncour;  au  Rapporteur 
adjoint,  M.  Christian  de  Margerle  et  au  Secretaire,  M.  William 

T.R.  Pox. 
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Le  ComitS  8  avait  une  tache  tree  lottrde,  ayant  a  exa- 
miner flee  queetiona  qui  touohent  aux  esiDerances  lea  plus 
profondea  pour  1'avenir  de  la  palx  et  de  la  securite. 

II  eat  naturel  que  lea  clnquante  gouvernementa  repre- 
sented lei  alent  eu  dee  conceptions  dlfferentes  et  que  dee 
dlvergencea  de  vue;  ee  aolent  manlfeateea  entre  granda  et 
petlta  p*ye  am>eles  a  devenir  membree  ie  I1 Organisation. 

Le  Comite  a  tenu  24  seances  et  a  ete  aroele  a  examiner 
34  amendements.  Tout  $e  travail  a  du  prendre  un  certain  temps. 
Male,  dana  lea  anneee  a  venjr,  le  monde  ne  ae  demandera  pas 
combiej  de  temps  on  a  pris  a  San  Francisco  pour  faire  un  tra- 
vail determine  male  plutot  de  quelle  Imagination  on  a  du  faire 
preuve  pour  oonstruire  I1 edifice  que  nous  etablissooflc  pour 
l*avenir. 

Au  cours  de  1'examen  des  amendements,  les  uns  ont  cede 
BUT  certalne  points, %les  au$res  sur  d'autres  points*  Tout 
ce  travail  a  about!  a  la  presentation  d'un  raprx>rt  que  Je 
me  permets  de  Qualifier  de  tres  complet  et  d1 excellent. 

A  ce  propos,  I'hpmmage/^  notre  gratitude  doit  s'adresser 
tout  par tlculer erne nt  a  ce  veteran  de  la  cooperation  Interna- 
tionale, a  ce  chef  couyageu^  du  p^ys  qul  symbolize  dans  le 
raonde  entier  la  llbertef  l!egalltef  la  fraternite;  Jfal  ' 
nomine  M.  Paul-Boncour. 

Le  rapport  a  ete  aaopte  a  1'unanlmite  par  ie  Comite 
numer9  3,  oe  qul  est  une  preuve  de  .la  volonte  et  de  la  oa- 
paolte  des  Nations  Unles  a  travail ler  ensemble  et  a  conci- 
ller  dea  points  de  vue  parfols  divergent s. 


Sif  sur  divers  points  df Importance  tels  <-ue  le  syateme 
de  securite  dans  le  texte  meme  de  ^  Chartef  11  y  a,eu  di- 
vergence dv opinions  quant  a  la  presentation  dea  ideee,  I1  ac- 
cord a 'eat  fait,aur  un  point  ead'entlel.  II  faut  que  le  Con- 
aeil  de  Securite  Duisse  aglr  rapidement  et  efficacement. 

y experience  aineye  des  trente  dernlerea  anneea  a  de- 
montre  oette  neceaslte. 

II. faut  que  I'organe^executif  de  la  nouvelle  organisa- 
tion eoit  en  me sure  d'empecher  une  nouvellg  guerrj  mondlaje 
aussi  devaatatrlce  que  celle  qui  n'est  qu'a  moitie  termlnee. 

C'est  aveo  aoulagement  que  nous  avons  appris  la  fin  de 
la  guerre  en  Europe  mals  on  ne  dolt, pas  oublijr  que  d'une 
aotion  raplde  du  Conaeil  de  Securite  pourra  dependre  a  1'ave- 
nir  la  aecurite  et  la  palx,  I1  existence  meme  dea  paya  paciflquea. 
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Je  prie  MM.  lef  officlers  du  Comite  numero  9  da  vouloir 
bien  orendre  place  a  la  tribune • 

Puis-je^demander  au  rapporteur,  M.  Paul-Bonoour  s'il 
desire  lui-meme  lire  son  rapport  t 

M.  Paul-Boncour  (France):  Le  ComltS  III  de,la  Trolsleme 
Commie  si  on  a  re  911  pour  mission  de  proposer  une  redaction  des 
dispositions  comprises  dans  le  texte  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  par  le 
Chapltre  VIII,  Section  B,  et  par  le  Chapltre  XII . 

Ces  dispositions  ont  ete  soumis^s  a  ses  deliberations 
dans  }es  seances  qul  se  sont  tenues  a  partlr  du  4  mal  sous 
la  presidence^de  M.  Camllo  Ponce  Enrique s,  Mlnlstre  des  Af- 
faires Etrangeres  de  iMSguateur,  auquel  Je  suls  heureux  de 
rendfe  lei  ^'hommage  du  a  la  ferme  direction  qu'il  a  imprl- 
mee  a  ces  debate. 

Au  oours  de  ses  premieres^ seances ,  devant  la  mul^ipliclte 
des  amendments  §e  rapportant  a  une  m|me  ^dee^  exprimee  lane 
des  alineae  differents,  le  Comit^  a  decide  dfetudle£  oes  amen- 
dements  dans  1'ordre  methodlqu^  que  j1 avals  propose  pour  leur 
class ement  dans  mon  rapport  prellmlnalre. 

C'est  done  dans  l!ordre  ainel  enonlfeque  J'examlneral  lea 
deliberations  dont  lls  ont  fait  1'objet.  J'indlque  tout  de 
suite  que  la  partle  de  nos  deliberations  relative  au  Chanitre 
XII  n'est  pas  1'objet  du  present  rapoort. 


I  ROLS  DU  CON3EIL  DE  SECURITY 

Une  premiere  categorie  d1  amendments  pr9posee  p^r  les 
dlverses  puissances  se  rapport  alt  a  la  procedure  prevue  dans 
la  Section  B  du  Chapltre  VIII  pour  la  determinatlon^de  1'exie- 
de  menaces  k,la  paix  ou  dfactes  d'a^reselon  et  au  role  du 
Conseil  de  Seourite  dans  cette  procedure. 


A  -  Intervention  de  1'Assemblee 
Extension  du  Conseil 

Une  discussion  generale  s'eet  d'abord  engages  sxu*  la 
prppositlon  de  doubler  I1  action  du  Conseil  de  Securlte  par 

..__._.   A  _.  ^  ^.  ^—  _  __A.A  __   _•—   •  •  *  ^    __  *_«r^    m  ^        «_      »'_*_^  ___  _   _  __  «  _  ^  A  __  ^. 


La  plupart  des  Puissances,  qui  ont  expriml  leur  point  de 
vue  sur  ces  deux  propositions f  ont  souligne  d'abord  que  le 
Conseil  oomprendralt  une  majorlte  de  membres  elus  par  I'Assem- 
bleef  en  qul  resident  origlnellement  tous  les  pouvolrs  de 
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I1 organisation  Internationale.  De  oe  fait,  11  faut  faire 
conf lance  au  Consell  de  Securite  qui  —  I'unanlmite  des  mem- 
bres  permanents  mis  a  part  —  n'exprime,  en  fin  de  compte. 
que  les  tendances  de  I'Assemblee. 

Elles  ont  affirm!  ensuite  que  I'applicatlon  des  mesures 
ooeroitiyea,  comme  le^dleait  tout  a  1'heure  si  Justement 
M.  le  President, pour  §tre  efficace,  dolt  avant  tout  etre  ra- 
pide;  elles  ont  en  general  reconnu  qu'il  est  Impossible  d1!- 
maginer  une  Intervention  rfipide  et  efficace  si  la  decision  du 
Consell  dolt  etre  soum^se  a  une  ratification  de  I'Assemblee  ou 
s£  les  mesures  appllqu§es  par  le  Conseil  sont  susceptibles  de 
jpevlsion  par  1'Assemblee.  Ceol,  au  surplus,  seralt  contraire 
a  la/conceptlon  de  base  de  I1 Organ! sat ion  qui  envisage  une 
differencial! on  entre  les  fonctions  du  Conseil  et  celles  de 
1  'Assemblee. 

Dans  ces  conditions,  le  Comite  s'est  prononce  formellement 
par  plusieyrs  votes  centre  lf Intervention  de  VAesemblee  dans 
oette  procedure. 

Neanmoins,  reten^nt  I1 idee  expr^mee  par  un  amendement 
oanadien,  11  a  c,harge  \m  sous-cornice  de  trpuver  urje  formule 
d1 entente  qui  puisse,  a  la  fols,  rrpondre  a  la  preoccupation 
de  ne  pas  affaiblir  1'action  du  Copseil  de  Securite,  de  ne 
pas  rotarder  son  Intervention,  et  a  ce^le  d'assocler  les 
Etats  non  representes  au  Coneell  aux  decisions  concernant 
lf utilisation  des  forces  qu'lls  met tent  a  la  disposition 
de  I1 Organisation. 

Dans  sa  seance  du  2  Juln,  lev Comite  a  approuve  le  texte 
sulvant  d'un  nouveau  paragraiiie  a  inserer  entre  les  paragra- 
phes  5  et  6  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapitre 
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''Lorsque  le  Conseil  de  Securite^aura  decide  d1  avoir ^reooyrs 
a  la  force  et  avant^de  faire  apoel  a  un  menrtjre  non  r§presente 
au  Conseil  d1 avoir  a  fournlr  des  forces  armees  en, execution 
de  see  obligations,  en  vertu  des  paragraphes  precedents,  11 
devra .Inviter  le  raembre  en  question,  si  ce  dernier  en  manifesto 
le  desir,  a  envoyer  un  represen^ant  qui  prendra  part  aux 
decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securite  Concernant  I1 utilisation 
des  contingents  de  ses  forces  armees.11 

Ce  paragraph^  supol&mentaire  tlent  comote  du  soucl  tres 
fortement  exprime  par  de  nqpbreuses  puissances  que  les  con- 
tangents  militaires  places  a  la  disposition  du  Cons ell ^de 
Becurite  par  les  accords  spec! aux  ne  soient  pas  employes  sans 
que  la  nation  contribuanfe  ait^aj.t  entendre  sa,volx  dans  les 
reunions  du  Consell  de  Seourite  ou  11  est  decide  de  1'emploi 
de  oes  forces • 
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Desormals  chaque  Etat  membre,  non  represente  au  Conseil, 
pourra  prendre  part,  avec  le  drolt  de  votef  aux  deliberations 
du  Conseil  lorsqu'li  a'agira  de  I1 utilisation  de  see  forces 
ajjm|e8>  Pour  reprendre  une  expression  heureuse  de  M.  le 
Dclegue  d§s  Pays-Has,  le  ^rincipe  *pas  d'  aotionjinilitaire 
sans  representation"  a  £te  accepte  par  le  ComlteT Cette 
decision  est  de  nature  a  apais^r,  dans  une  large  me  sure, 
la  crainte  qu'avaiept  manifestee  lee  Puissances  moyennes 
et  petltes  d1 avoir  f^donner  oarte  blanche  au  Gonseil  dans 
le  domalne  oarticulierement  grave  de  lv' utilisation  de  leurs 
forces  militaires  en  dehors  dee  frontieres  nationales. 

}1  n'eet  pas  apparu  possible  d1  entendre  la  notion  dfune 
representation  occasionnelle  au  Conseil,  au  cae  9u  celul-ci 
dlscute  non  plus^de  I'utlllsation  des  forces  armees,  mais 
bien  des  facilites  et  de  ^falde  fournies  par  un  Etat  non 
membre  du  Conseil.  II  a  ete  reconnu  que  Jfadoption  d'une 
telle  formule  risquerait  dfaccroltfe  exagerement  le  nombre 
des  membre s  du  Conseil  et  nuirait  a  la  rapidite  de  see 
decisions* 

Le  souci  de  ten^r,compte  <Jee  Justes  remap ques  formulees 
a  ce  suj§tvpar  la  Delegation  egyptlenne  a  dfail^eurs  conduit 
1§  Qomite  a  approuver  les  explications  fournies  par  les 
Delegations  de  la  £rande-Bj?etagn§,  de  I'U.R.S.S.,  de  la 
Prance  et  de^la  Orece,  dfou  11  resu^tait  que  la  question 
Ndes  facilites  et  cje  I1 assistance"  etait  couverte  d!abord 
par  les  accords  speclaux  prevus  au  paragraphe  5  de  la  Section 


enfln,  par  lfartlcle  4  de  la  Section  D  du  Chapltre  VI,  qul 
envisage  formellement  la  participation  aux  discussions ^du 
Conseil  de  tout  membrf  de  I1 Organisation,  dont  les  interets 
Be  trouvent  partlculierement  affectes.  En  presenc§  ^e 
cee  assurances  qui  oouvrent  son  ooint  de  vue,  la  Delegation 
egyptienne  a  blen  voulu  retlrer  son  amendement, 

B  -  Restriction  a  la  liber te  df action 
du  Conseil  """ 

Un  certain  nombre  d'amendements  se  rapport ant  aux  alineas 
1  et  2  av§lent  pot^r  b^t  de  llmiter  non  plus  d'assocler 
lfAs|emblee  aux  deliberations  du  Conseil  la  tres  grande  11- 
berte  d1 appreciation  qui,  dans  le  pro Jet  de  Dumbarton  Oaks, 
est  laissee  au  Conseil  pour  son  intervention* 

Certains  de  ces  amendements  tendaient  a  preciser  I1 obli- 
gation pour  le  Conseil  de  se  conformer  aux  buts  et  pr^ncipes 
de  I1 Organisation  ou  au  texte  de  la  Chart^*  Le  Comlte  a 
oonsidere  que,  pulsque  ces  prescriptions  etalent  deja 
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Inscrites  dans  le  Chapitre  VI  definissant  les  pouvoirs  du 
Consell,  1}  etalt  inutile  dfen  falre  une  mention  speciale 
dans  le  present  ohaoitre, 

Le  Comlte  a  egalement  eoarte  une  proposition  qul  tendalt 
a  rendre  obllgfttoire^pour  le  Conseil  I1  aide  a  toute  partie 
66  eoumettanf  a  un  reglement  Judlolalre.  II  a  estime  que, 
tout  en  appreoiant  les  motifs  qul  aval en t  leglflme  oet  amen- 
dement,  o' etalt  trop  limlter  le  pouvoir  d1 appreciation  du 
Conseil,  qu'll  ppuvaitvy  avoir  des  oas  ou  la  partie  refusant 
de  se  soumettre  a  un  reglement  Judloiaire  n1 etalt  pas  ne- 
cessairement  en  faute. 

nation  des 
agression 


d1 


Un  debat  p^longe  sfest  deroule  dans  le  Comlte  au  sujet 
de  I1  insertion  eventu§lle  done  1'allnea  2  de  la  Section  B  du 
Chapitre  VIII  d!une  determination  des  aotes  d'agression. 


amei^dements  presentee  a  ce  sujet.  notamment  par  la 
Delegation  egyptienne,  rappelaie^t  les  definitions  insorites 
d^ns  un  9ertain  nombre  de  traites  oopelus  avant  oette  guerre. 
Us  ne  pretendaient  d'allleurs  pas  preolser  tous  les  oas   ^ 
dlagresslon.  male  seulement  proposer  une  llste  df  eventualitee, 
dans  lesquelles  I1  intervention  du  Coneeil^serait  automatique* 
Us  lalssaient  au  Conseil  le  pouvolr  de  determiner  les  autres 
oas  dans  leequele  11  devralt  egalement  intervenir.  Us  ne 
slaglssalt  done  mjllement  d'une  definition  de  J1  agree  eion  male 
simplement  d'une  enumeration  des  oas  particulierement  sal-' 
eieeante. 

Bien  que  oette  proposition  alt  eyellle  de  no^breuses 
sympathies,  11  est  atmaru  neanmoins  a  la  majorlte  qufune 
definition  prealable  de  I'agreeeion  depassait  les  poseibil^- 
tes  de  oette  Conference  et  le  but  de  la  Chart  e.  Les  progres 
de  la  technique  de  la  guerre  moderne  rendent  asset  diffi- 
cile la  definition^de  tous  }es  oas  dlagrfssion.  La  llste 
de  oes  cas  devant  etre  forcement  incomplete,  on  a  fait  remar- 
quer  que  le  Consell  aurait  tendance  a  tenir  un  molns  grand 
oompte  des  aotes,  qui  n'y  figureralent  paej  ces  omissions 
encourage  rai  en  t  I'agresseur  a  tourner  la  definition  ou  risque- 
relent  de  retarder  I1  intervention  du  Consell.  Dans  d1  autres 
oas  au  oontraire,  une  intervention  aujomatlflue  du  Conseil 
pour  rait  entralner  une  application  premature  des  mesures 
ooeroltlves. 

Le  Comite  a  done  decide  de  8(en  tenir  au  tpxte  redlge  i 
Dumbarton  Oaks  et  de  laisser  au  Conseil  I'entiere  apprecia- 
(ion  de  oe  qui  oonstitue  une  menace  a  la  paix,  une  atteinte 
a  la  palx,  ou  un  aote  d'agreeelon. 
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£  -  Mesures  conservatoires 

prtalables  aux  matures  coeroitives 

Un  amendement  ayant  pour  objet  dfinvlter  le  Conseil  a 
reoourlr  eventuellement  a  daa  mesures  conservatoires  avant 
T*  appllo^tior}  dea  me sure a  ooercltlves  et  unxautre  amendement 
tendant  a  preoisjr  lea  mesures  ooeroltlves  a  pren$re  ont  fait 
ressortlr  I1 Imprecision  du  terme  "assures"  employe  aux  deux 
aline a s  1  et  2  de  la  Section  B,  Chapit^e  VIZI  du,pgo£et  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks.  ,Dee  explications  ont  egalement  ete  demandees 
sur  le  sens  d$nne  par  oe  texte^ay  mot  "reconraandatione11 . 
Un  eous-comlte  de  redaction  a  ete  charge  de  proposer  une  re- 
fogte  de  oes  texte e,  en  tenant  compte  dee  divers  amendements 
presentee. 

Le,projet  de  redaction,  propose  par  oe  sous-oomlte,  sjesf 
ef force  de  distlnguer  dans  1'alinea  1  les  oas  de  menaces  a 
la  paixf  dans  l$equels  le  Conseil  de  Seourite  aural t  la 
latitude  d'appreoler  e'il  devait  ou  non  appliquer  les  mesures 
ooeroltlves,  et  dansv 1'alinea  2  les  oas  ou  le  Conseil,  ayant 
constate  l'attein$e  a  la  paix  ou  1'aote  dfagression9  devrait 
obligate irement  decider  1'application  des  mesures  ooeroltivee. 

C^  texte  avalf  inoontestablement  le  merits  d'une  granAe/ 
clarte*  Le  Gomlte  a  oependant  estime  qufll  rlsqualt,  malgre 
son  effort  incontestable  (Je  olarte,  de  ne  pas  lalsser  ^u^  Con- 
eeil la  meme  gamme  d9  appreciations  que  le  texte  propose  a 
Dumbarton  Oaks.  Une  distinotiop  trop  rlgide  entre  les  me- 
naces ^  la^Paix,  les  atteintes  a  la  Paix  ou  les  actes  d'agres- 
siop,  enumeration  dans  laquelle  on  peut  trouver  £es  nuances 
ix^definies.  1\A  a  paru  en^oontradiotion  aveo  la  decision  an- 
terleure^d1 eoarter  une  definition  de  I1 agrees Ion  et  aveo  I1 es- 
prit general  de  la  Charte. 

sDane  oes  conditions,  une  motion,  ^qul  s^nsplralt  plus 
fldelement  du  t^xte  original  a  ete  depoaee,par  la  Chine. 
Cette  motion,  qui  suporime  le  premier  allnea  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  et  fait  de  I'amendement  relatif  aux  mesures  conserva- 
toires un  nouvel  alinea  2  se  lit  de  la  fapon  sulvante: 

1.  NLe  Conseil  de  Securlte  devrait  determiner  s9il  y  a 
danger  pour  la  paix,  rupture  de  la  oaix,  ou  acte  d'agre salon, 
et  devrait  faire  des  recommandations  ou  decider  lesguelles 
des  mesures  prevues  aux  paragraphes  3  et  4  de  la  presents 
Section  sont  a  prendre  en  vue  de  maintenir  ou  de  retabllr 

la  paix  et  la  seourite. 

2.  Ayant  de  falre  les  recoomandatlons  ou*  decider  des 
mesures  ^a  prendre  en  vue  de  aaintenir  ou  de  retablir  la  paix 
et  la  seourite,  conformeme^t  aux  dispositions  du  paragraohe  1, 
le  Conseil  de  Sdourlte  peut  inviter  les  parties  interessees 
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a,  se  oonformer  aux  meaurea  conservatoires  qu'll  eatime  atra 
naoaaaalraa  ou  desirable  a  an  vue  d'ampechar  une  aggravation 
da  la  jltuation.  Caa  -maauraa  conservatoires  ne  oortaront 
paa  prejudice  ayx  dr9itaf  aux  ravenflicatlona  ou  a  la  position 
daa  partiaa  intaraaaaaa.   Au  oaa  ou  les  Etata  n1  applique*^ 
raiant  pa;  oaa  maauraa  conservatoires  la  Conaeil  da  Securlte 
tlandra  dumant  compte  da  oatta  def  alliance. 

La  nopral  al^naa  1,  qul  raprodult  an  fait  laa  depositions 
df  lfan$ian  alinaa  2  da  Dumbarton  Oaks,  lalsse  au  Conaail  da 
Saourita  la  eoin  da  determiner  s!ll  y  a  danger  pour  la  paix, 
rupture  da  la  paix  ou  aota  d'agraaalon.  Sulvant  la  dagra 
da  I1  infraction  conatataa,  le  Conaail  da  Saourita  davra: 

faira  dae  racommandatlona, 

decider  laaquallge  daa  maauraa  ooaroltivaa  pravuaa  dane 
oa  Ohaoitra  doivant  atra  appliquaaat 

II  pauj  auaai  au  praalabla  inviter  laa  partiaa  a  aa 
oonformer  a  daa  maauraa  oonaarvatoiraa  (alinaa  £)» 

Il,aa?alt  neanmoUns  oontralre  a  I1  opinion  general  ement 
axwlmaa  a  l'intariau£  du  Comite  d'imaginar  qua  la  plus  grande 
latitude,  alnal  laiaaaa  au  Conaail,  dolve  ratardar  son  aotion 
ou  diminuar  son  effloacite, 

9faat  oa  qufa  tanu  a  aoulignar  N.  la  Sanateur  Rolin, 
e 


reprejentanj  da  la  Belgique,  an  ret  Iran  t  au  nan  du 
cooite  <Ja  redaotlop  la  projat  propose  par  oa  sous-ooml^e. 
II  a  at$  entendu,  a  aa  damanda^qmii  la  nouveau  taxta  praaanta 
davait  atra  interpret  a  dans  la  cadre  daa  observations  aui~ 
vantaa,  dont  I1  inscription  au  rapport  a  ata  unanimamant  ap- 
prouvaa  par  la  Comite: 

1.  "En  utiliaant  dana  la  Section  B  la  mot  •raoommandationa1 
qui  eat  daja  inaorit  dana  1'allnea  5  da  la  Section  A,  la 
Comite  a%antandu  indlquer  qua  Inaction  du  Oonaailt  dana  1^ 
meauva  ou  alia  aa  rapporta  au  raglement  paolfigua  du  dif  fa- 
rand  ou  da  la  aituation  ayant  donna  naiaaanoa  a  la  manaoa 
£a  guarra,  la  rupture  da  la  paix  ou  I'agraaalon,  davrait 
atra  con  a  id  are  a  oomme  reglee  par  J.a§  diapoaitiona  da  la 
Saction  A.  Dana  una  telle  hypotheae,  la  Conaail  pouraulvrait 
an  reallte  almultaniment  deux  aotiona  dlatlnotaa,  llune/ayant 
pour  objat  la  reglement  du  diffarand  ou  da  la  difficult  a  9 
1'autra  laa  maauraa  ooeroltivaa  ou  oonaarvatoiraa.  ohapuna 
d'allaa  ragia  par  una  aaotion  propra  du  Chapltra  VI  II." 

Z.  MDana  1'aaprit  du  Coaiita,  la  faoulti  laiasaa  au  Con- 
aail  par  la  taxta  daa  alinaaa  1  at  2  da  na  paa  raoourir 
aux  maauraa  pravuaa  aux  alinaaa  3  at  4  ou  da  n'y  raoourir 
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qu'apres  avoir  tente  die  maintenir  ou  de  ramener  la  paix,  en 
invitant  lee  parties  a  ooneentlr  certain?  s  meeurea  conserva- 
toires, se  rapporj?e  avant  tdut  a  l!hyt>o  these  de  la  menace  de 
guerre.  Le  Comlte  est  unanlme  a  penser  qu^au  contralre,  dans 
le  oas  d1  agression  flagrante  nettant  en  peril  I1  existence 
d'un  membre  de  1!  Organisation,  les  mesures  coercitlvee  de- 
vront  etre  prises  sans  aucun  retard  aveo  toute^l'ampleur 
reqylse  par  les  clrconstances  sauf  au  Cornell  a  tenter  slmul- 
tanement  d'amener^l'agressjBur  a  renonoer  a  son  entreprlse, 
par  les  moyens  prevus  dans  la  Section  A  et  par  la  prescriptioi 
de  mesures  conservatoires.  " 

Dfautre  part,  I1  assurance  a  ete  demand  ee  par  la  delegation 
du  Canada  que  les  mcmbres  ne  seralent  pas  requls  de  fournlr 
des  forces  plus  import  antes  que  9elles  qu^ls  se  sont  enga- 
ges a  fournlr  par  les  ajcords  spe9iaux  mer^tionnes  au^para- 
graphe  5«  Oette  Interpretation  a  ete  donnee  par  le  delegue 
du  Royaume-Unl* 


^     apres  le  rajpel  de  oes  observations  que  le  Comlte 
a  deficit  Ivement  donne  son  approbation  au  nouveau  texte 
propose  par  la  Chine  par  35  voix  oontre  !• 
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37 
II.  -  MEOANISME  DES  ME SURE S  COEROITIVE8 

Une  deuxleme  categorle  d'amendements  proposes  par 
di verses  Puissances  se  rapportalt  au  me can lame  mtoe  d1 applioa- 
tion  dee  me sure a  coercitivee. 

A*  Me sure s  eoonomiauey  et  autres 
me sure e  non  militairesi 

Apres  un  e change  de  vues  oonoernant  lee  mesures 
financieres  et  la  comptabillte  df obligations  resultant  du  para- 
graphs 3  de  la  section  B  aveo  d 'autres  obligations  deooulant 
dee  trait ee,  le  Comlte  a  adopte  le  paragrsphe  3  de  la  Section 
B  du  Chapitre  VIII  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks, 

B.  Me sure s  mil it air es 

Le  Oomite  est  alors  passe  a  1'examen  des  mesures 
d1 execution  de  oaraotere  mllitalre. 

En  premier  lieu,  un  amende  me  ijt  presente  par  la 
delegation  n^rveglenne  et  qul  tendalt  a  inclure  parml  lee  mesures 
ooeroitlves  e  la  disposition  du  Coneeil  de  Seourlte  Hlfi  prise 
fiQ  charge  par  ig  Coneeil  au  nom  de  1'Organlsption,  d^g  lfadminisc 
tratiop  de  tout  terrltoire  ,qui  ne  peut,  sans  danger  pour  la  palx 
contlrjuer  df^6tre  admlnlstre  par  l!Etat  dont  11  depend11  a  et^ 
retire,  apres  qu'il  eut^ete  indlque  qu!une  telle ^reference  a 
une  procedure  partlouliere  pourrait  etre  interpretee  comme  limi- 
tative et  de  nature  a  restrelndre  le  champ  d1 application  dee  mesu 
res  a  la  disposition  du  Oonsell. 

Le  Comlte  a  ensuite  adopte  a  I'unanimite  le  texte 
du  paragrnphe  4  du  Projet  de  Dumbarton  Oaie,  qul  donne  au  Cone ell 
Itt  pouvo^rf  IqrsQue  lee  mesures  diploma ti cues,  eoonomiques  ou 
autres  ont  ete  Jugees  par  lui  inadequates  >  dy  entreprendre  t el lee 
operations  aeriennes.  na vales  flu  terrestres""qui  pourraient  tftre 
neoeseaires  ftu  malntien  ou  flu  retablissement  de  i§  paix  et  fle  J,ft 
seourite  Internationale a. 


On  ne  saurait  trop  souligner  I1 Importance  de  ce  vote 
uncnima  qul  oonsacre  1> obligation  pour  tous  les  Etata  membres 
de  oonoourir  aux  operations. 

Le  princlpe  des  mesures  coercltives  d'ordre  milltaire 
etant  a  in  si  aoqulsf  le  Comlte  en  est  venu  a  l^xamen  Afijft  jffidA- 
lites  dy  application  de  oes  me  sure  s. 
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1»  Contingent^  nationaux  et 
accords  speoi.aux 

II  me  sera  permie  de  rappeler  que  lee JP repositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks  ont  prevu  que  la  force  plaoee  a  la  disposition 
du  Consell  de  Seourlte  prendralt  IP  forme  de 'contingents  natio- 
naux fournls  par  les  membres  conformement  aux  accords  epeoiaux 
anegocler  par  la  suite.  Cee  contingents  seralent  mis  en  oeuvre 
sulv"nt  les  plans  d'un  Etat-MaJor  international.  Dfautre  part, 
ces  accords  speciaux  preoiseralent  le  nombre  et  le  type  des  force 
ainsl  que  les  frcilites  et  lf  assistance  a  fourijlr  dans  c  ha  que  oai 
Enf  In,  11  e'tait  envisage  que  den  contingents  aeriens  nationaux 
devraient  dtre  tenus  a  la  disposition  immediate  du  Consell  de 
Seourite. 

Ityue  avions  olasse  en  deux  categories  les  amendements 
relatife  a  oette  partie  du  texte  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  en  distinguar 

-  d'une  part,  oeux  qui  o one erna lent  I1 Organisation  &  la 
composition  de  contingents  nationaux; 

-  d!autre  part,  oeux  qui  se  referaient  aux  Accords  "Deoii 

fin  realite,  11  est  apparu^rapl dement  que  tous  ces 
amendements  etaient  intimement  lies  et  qu'une  solution  d'en.  emble 
s'lmposait. 

Cette  solution  a  ete  trouvee  dans  une  nouvelle  redaction 
de  I1 article  £.  Propose  au  nom  des  4, Puissances  Invltantee,  e  1 
Prance  et  $e  1'Austra^ie,  par  le  repreeentant  de  la  Fr*nce,  c: 
texte  a  ete  approuve  ft  lfunanimite  par,le  Comltt  .qui^a  Juge 
qufll  tenait  un  oomgte  exact  des  amendements  presentee  et  dee 
observations  formulees  au  cours  de  la  discussion.  Voloi  le 
texte  du  noyveau  paragraphe  5: 

n5.  Afin  que  toua  les  membres  de  I1 Organisation  puis- 
sent  contribuer  au  maintlen  de  la  palx  et  de  la 
seourlte  Internationales,  o^aoun  des  membres  de  I1 Orga- 
nisation devrait  s1 engager  a  mettre  4  la  disposition 
du  Consell  dev Seourlte,  a  la  demande  de  oelul-ol  et 
conformement  a ^l1 accord  special  ou  aux  accords ^ speciaux, 
les  forces  armees,  I1 assistance  et  les  faoillteB  x 
oomprls  le  drolt  de  passage  neoessairee  au  main ti en 
de  la  palx  et  de  la  seourlte  Internationales*  Get 
accord  ou  ces  accords  devr*lei}t  fixer  le  nombre  it 
le  type  des  forces,  leur  degre  de  preparation  et  JL£t/£ 
•mp^Q^mflnt  general  ,  e  t  la  nature  de  I1  aide  a  four  *J  *t 
Un  tel,  ou  de  tele  accords  devralent  €tre  negooies  ^aur  jl- 
tdt  que  possible  stir  I1  initiative  du  Consell  de  Securlte' 
"i  oonoltts  entM  le  Conseij"^  Seourlte  ^  lea  Etats 
mbree  qn  entre  le  Oonseil  <Je  Seourite  et  des  groupes 
E  tat  s-membre • »  fotuToee  accords  seraient  soumis  A 
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IS  ratification  deis  Etats  signatalres  suivent  leur 
procedure  oonstitutionne^ 


Oontenu  £e£  Accords  spec  iaux  -  Llune  dee  critiques  faitee 
au  texte  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  etait  eon  imprecision  en  ce  qul  conoer- 
ne  la  teneur  dee  accords  spe'cieux.  Acet  egard,  le  nouveeu  texte 
apporte  dee  precisions  in  t  ere  se  antes. 

Tenant  compte  du  deslr  exprime  ppr  la  Prance,  11  indique, 
tout  d'abord,  que  permits  "fPdiliteV  a  fournir  p*r  les  Etats 
membres,  figure  expre&Aement  le  droit  £e  passage,  etant  bien 
entendu  que  <J$la  n'extlUt  pas  lea  /nitres  facllitesi  Le  Oomite 
sfest  conforms  sur  oe  point  au  pfrecedent  que  lul  fournissait 
le  paote  de  la  S.&.tf.,  male  avec  la  volonte  de  ne  p*s  laiseer 
violer  ou  oublier,  ainsi  qu!on  I1  a  fplt  trop  souvent  dans  le 
passe,  oe  point  important  des  obligations  Internationales. 

Le  nouveau  texte  du  paragraphe  5  precise  d'autre  part, 
que  les  accords  speciaux  dolvent  fixer  le  degre  de  preparation 
ej  lt  emplacement  general  des  forces.  II  se  rapproche  ainsi 
des  amendements^introduits  par  la  Prance  aux  paragraphes  5  et  6 
concernant  le  delai  df  Intervention  et  les  zones  de  stationnement 
des  contingents  rallltalrcs. 


%      Accords  conclus  avec  le  Oonseil  -  Une  autre  ^critique 
tree  grave  falte  au  texte  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  par  les  delegations 
de  lrAustralie,  &o  la  Nouvelle-Zelande  et  des  Indes  vlsait  la 
trap  grange  latitude  lalseee  aux  gtats  membree  en  ce  qui  ooncerne 
la  conclusion  des  accords  speciaux.  Lf obligation,  qui  ^eur  etait 
^mposee,  xetait  imprecise;  I1 approbation  du  Conseil  de  Seourlte 
etait  presentee  comme  une  simple  formallte;  a  tel  point  qu'on 
pouvait  se  demand er  si  verltablement,  de  tels  accords  seralent 
jamals  oonclue  et  s'lls  rempliraient  leur  objet. 

Le  nouveau ^texte  du  paragraphe  5  remedle  a  oes 
laounes  puisqu1!!  prevoit  : 

—  en  premier  lieu  que  les  accords  speciaux  seront 
oonclus  *nr  lf initiative  du  Oonpei^  Celul-ci 
pourra  ainsi  sropposer,  le  oas  echeant,  aux  prece- 
des dllatolres  d(un  Etat  raembre  peu  enthousiaste  pour 
cone lure  un  accord  special; 

-  en  deuxleme  lieu  quq  les  accords  speciaux  seront 
conclus  entre  le  Conseil  4e  Securite  fit  j.es  Etats 
membres  ou  groupes  ,d* Etats  membres. 

Puisque,  dan>  tous  leb^oas,  le  Oonseil  sera  par tie, 
en  tant  que  tel,  aux  accords  speciaux,  11  pourra  exiger  que  ces 
accords  soient  formules  de  telle  sorte  qu'lls  rerapliseent  effect!- 
vement  le  but  qui  leur  est  fixe  par  la  Charte. 
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Ceci  n'exclut  d'ailleura  pas  la  poaelbilite  de  la 
conclusion  d1  accords  epe'ciaux,  auxquela  pluaieura  Etate  membrea 
seralent  parties*!!  eat,  en  effet.  fait  mention  dans  le  ^nouveau 
texte  de  ^groupqa  fi'gtata  membreg"  qui  pourront  6tre  lies  entre 
eux  par  un  accord  special,  mala  a  la  condition  expreaae  de  faire 
figurer  le  Conaelli  lui  auaei,  au  nombre  des  elgnatairea  et  non 
pas  de  se  contenter  de  aa  dimple  approbation. 

Les  progrea  realieea  eur  le  texte  du  paragrephe  5vont 
ete  Jugee  si  eatisfaiaanta  qu'ile  ont  perm  IB  une  adoption*  a 
1'unanimite  par  le  Comite,  et  eana  modification  auoune,  dee 
paragraphed  6  et  7  du  texte  de  Dumbarton  Oaks* 

Contingent  a  aeriena  -  A  la  lumlere  dee  explloationa 
fourniea  a  propoa  du  paragraphe  5,  il  eat  ajjparu,  en  effetf  c[ue 
la  mention  au  paragraphe  6  de.  contingent  a  aeriena  nationaux  a 
tenlr  a  la  disposition  de  1^0rganieation,ne  pouvalt  en  aucune 
manlere  fitre  conaideree  comme  limitative.  La  mention  au  paregra- 
phe  5  du  "nfimbre,  type,  degre  .  de  preparation  et  emplacement  gene- 
ral dee  force  a*  oouvre.  en  reallte,  1'enaemble  dee  contingent  a 
militalrea  et  11  n'eet  nullement  queation  de  llmiter  ceux-ci  « 
des  contingents  aeriena,  31  dea  contingents  aeriena  ont  etc 
mentlonnee  au  paragraphe  6,  c'eat  unlqueraent  a  tltre  cje  preolaloi 
aupplementalre  r  sans  que  ia  Portee  generate  de  I1  article  ,5  en 
801$,  le  mo  In  a  dyt  monde  P  reatreinte, 

Dane  cea  conditlona,  I'Auatralie  et  la  France,  prcnant 
aote  de  cee  escpli  cat  ions,  ont  retire  lea  amendementa  qu'ellea 
avaient  depoaea  en  oe  qui  concerne  I'eraploi  de  "contlngenta 
mixtes11  ou  de  forces  de  toutea  armes". 


Paragraphe  2  -  Un  desir  de  precialoij  lour^o  avalt 
dfautre  part,  conduiT  la  delegation  du  Chill  P  demander  qu'il 
aoit  Indique  au  paragraphe  7  que  lea  membrea  de  I'Organleation 
aglraient^ana  1'  application  dee  me  sure  s  mllitalres,  selon 
1'  appreciation  fljj  Cone  ell  de  Securlte  et  aelon  lea  ^accord  a 
mentlonnee  au  paragraphe  £•  Lea  explications  donneea  lore  de 
la/ULeouaalon  du  nouvel  article  5  et  le  f  Pit  qufune  eemblable 
precision,  en  ce  qui  concerne  lee  me  sure  s  militairee,  aurait 
pu  Stre  interpretee  comme  de  charge  ant  lea  Etate  membrea  de 
leura  obligationa,  en  oe  qui  concerne  lew^meaurea  diplomatique  a  , 
economiquee  ou  autrea,  ont  conduit  la  delegation  du  Chili  a 
retlrer  eon  amendement, 

Lea  articles  6,  7  e>  8  —  ce  ^dernier  ne  ^  ale  ont  qufln- 
trodulre  le  paragraphe  9  —  ont  done  ete  adoptea  a  I'unanlmlte* 
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2«  Qomite 

/   Lr  article  9  du  pro  Jet  de  Dumbarton  Oak0  relatif  au 
Comite  d'Etat-MaJor,  destine  a  consslller  et  a  asslster  le  Consell 
de  Securite,  $n  oe  qui  ooncerne  sea  besoins  d'ordre  militaire, 
a  donne  lieu  a  une  interessante  did  CUB  a  ion, 

Le  Comite  a  notamment  prevu,  par  un  vote  unanime, 
la  poseibilite  pour  le  Comite  d'Etat-Major,  de  or  e'er,  avee 
V^autoriaetlon  <Ju  Cone  c  11  jd£  Securite.  fles  Bquq-comites 


regionaux  q'Et^t-MpJor.  Le  Comite  a,  en  outre,  admle  que  oes  , 
sou8-c9mites  regionaux  d!Etat-MaJor  ne  jpourralent  fitre  instltues 
consultation  des  organlsmes  regionaux  int  cresses. 


^Quant^a  la  composition  mSme  du  Comite  d'Etat-MaJor, 

ie  Comite,  apree  avoir  examine  diverees  propositions  tendant 
augmenter  le'/iombre  ^dee  Etate  admie  a  sfy  faire  representer, 
a  reoonnu  la  neceaslte  de  oonaerver  a  ce  Comite  le  caractere 
prcvu  dans  le  pro  Jet  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  Dumbarton  Oaks  a  voulu 
un  organ  lame  peu  nombreux  et  il  a  eu  ralson;  des  plans  strategi- 
ques  et  leurs  moyens  d1  execution  ne  cousportent  pas  des  disoussione 
entre  un  trop  grand  nombre  de  responeablee.  Lea  explications 
fourniee  —  tant  en  oe  qui  oonoerne  la  Consultation  oertaine 
par  I'Etat-M^Jor  International  de  1'Etat-MaJor  national  de  tout 
pays  appele  a  fournir  des  troupe  a,  qufen  oe  qui  oonoerne  le  rfile 
de  ponseil  teQ^piquf  p^t^lt  que  de  oommandement  devolu  a  1'Etat 
Major  ^International  —  ont  ete  Jugeea  satlsfaisantes  par  le 
Comite  % 

Celui-ci  a,  en  consequence,  adopt  e  a  lfunanimite  le 
parag^aphe  9,  avee  les  seulea  adj  one  t  ions  que  Jfai  slgnalees 
tout  a  lfheure. 

M.  3,e  De'le'gue'  des  Paya-Bae  a,  en  outre,  demande  que 
soit  mentionnee  au  present  rapport  I'explloatlon  donne  e  par 
M.  le  Delegue  de  la  Grande-Bretagne  selon  laquelle  ^—  a  son 
avis  personnel  —  le  ^Comite  d'Etat-MaJor  devralt  repondre  aux 
questions  or  alee  ou  eorites,  xqu^  lui  poeeixaient  les  membres  de 
I1  Organ!  sat  ion  non  representes  a  oe  Comite, 

0*-  Gout  de  lf  action  coercitive 

Enfln,  aprea  avoir  eooute  certaines  explications 
au  aujet  de  lfaide  mutuelle  que  doivent  se  prater  les  Etats^ 
dans  lf  application  des  mesures  cecldeea  par  le  Conaeil  de  Becurlte, 
le  Comite  ayant  pris  aote  du  legltime  souci  exprime  per  I'Afrique 
du  Sud  de  voir  retomber  sur  1'Etat  coupable  lee  frais  dfune  action 
coercitive  entreprise  centre  lul.  sfest  declare  satisfait  par  les 
dispositions  des  articles  10  et  11, 
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Le  voeu  a  ete  emle,  drautre  part,  que  I9 Organisation 
^'ef force  de  promouvolr,  ^dans  I'avenir,  un  eye time  tendant 
a  une  repartition  aussl  equitable  cue  possible  des  frals  de 
I1 action  coeroltive. 

Ayant  prls  ,aote  des ^explications  et  suggestions  alnsl 
formulees,  le  Comite'  a  adopt e  a  I'unanimlte'  et  sans  y  eppprter 
de  modifications  les  articles  10  rt  11  des  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks. 


^Alnsl  a  ete  "iene'e  a  blen  par  le  Comite  la  lourde  tftche 
qul  lul  etait  devolue  et  deetlnee  a  regler  ce  qu'on  peut 
Justement  conelderer  comme  le  point  central  de  la  construction 
de  palx  que  nous  sommes  en  train  d^diflrer.  Comme  je  le  dlsals 
dans  mon  rapport  prellmlnalre,  soumls  au  Comite  3  de  la 
Commission  III!  cette  partie  des  suggestions  de  Dumbarton  Dale? 
const itue,  en  effet,  du  point  de  vue  de  la  securlte  un  progres 
certain  et  considerable  sur  lee  reglements  anterleurement 
adoptee,  et  notam  ient  sur  le  Pfcte  de  la  8.D.N* 

xSee  auteurs  ont  pris  en  consideration  I'exp^rieijoe 
helasl  reallsee  au  cours  des  vingt  annees  qul  ont  precede 
oette  guerre  en  adoptant  certaines  conceptions  que,  permettez- 
moi  de  vous  le  rappeler,  la  France  s'honore  d1  avoir  de'f endues 
des  1919  aveo  Leon  Bourgeois, at  dont  les  compagnons  de  Geneve, 
que  J'ai  eu  la  grr«nde  Joie  ^e  retrouver  ici,  se  souvlennent, 
que  Je  n'al  cesse  de  defendre  inlassablement  dans  les  discus- 
sions de  la  Societe  des  Nations • 

Lf assistance  militaire,  en  cas  dtagre88lonf  cesse 
d'etre  une  "recommandatlon11  falt^  aux  Etats  membres;  elle 
est  pour  tous  une  "obligation*,  a  laquelle  aucun  d'eux  ne 
peut  se  de'rober. 

Si  les  propositions  du  Comite  3  sont  adoptees  paU 
1^  Commission  III,  1'organisme  international  cessera  d'etre 
desarme  devant  la  violence*^  une  force  collective,  dont  1  ^ten- 
due,  la  composition,  les  d^lais  et  I1 emplacement  seront  fixes 
dfavance,  devra^tre  mise  a  la  disposition  du  Conseil  pour  faire 
appliquer  oes  decisions* 

C!eet  la  un  grand  fait  historique,  ^a  1'avenement 
duquel  ce  sera  lfhonneur  des  membres  du  Comite  3  de  la  IXXftme~ 
Ofromliflon  d1 avoir  collabore.  Qurils  me  permettent  en  finis- 
sant  de  les  remeroler  du  zele  et  de  I'aDDlication  inoessante 
qufile  y  ont  apportes  au  cours  de  discussions  longues  et  serleu- 
ees,  qui  temolgnent  de  la  volonte  de  palx  et  de  aoJLldarlte 
intprnatlonale  qui  nous  anlme  toue  loi. 
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M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  I1 interpre- 
tation en  franpaie  )  : 

Je  remercie  encore  une  ,f  ois  M.  le  Rapporteur  pour  le 
rapport  qu'il  vient  de  nous  presenter.  Quelqu'un  demands- t-i^ 
la  parole  sur  le  rapport?...  *  La  parole  est  a  M.  DEJEAN,  delegue 
de  la  Prance. 

M.  DEJEAN  :  Deux  fols  vie time  en  un  quart  de  sleole  de 
I'agression  allemande,  la  Prance ^attaohait  une  Importance  toute 
speciale  aux  travpux  de  ce  Comlte  charge  d'etudier  les  mesures 
ooeroltlves. 

Les  dispositions  qui  figurent  sous  la  Section. 'B, 
Chap It re  VIII,  sont  en  effet  la  clef  de  tout  le  systeme  de  Dumbar^ 
ton  Oaks.  II  s'agit  de  s a voir  gl  la  nouvelle  Organisation  de 
Seourite  collective  sera,vouee  a  1 ' impulse an ce  et  a  lafeillite, 
ou  blen  si  elle  ,sera  dotee  des  moyene  necessalres  pour  accomplir 
sa  tftche.  La  delegation frpnoalse  avait  constate  aveo  plalsir 
que  le  texte  raeme  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  reprenalt  oertainee  idees 
pour  lesquelles,  oomrae  vlent  de  le  reppeler  M.  Pflul-Boncour,  la 
Prance  avait  lutte  depuls  vingt  ans  a  Geneva. 

Le  systeme  c'es  contingents  natlonaux  sous  le  contrdle 
d'une  organisation  Internationale  que  pro^oeait  le  plan  de 
Dtunbarton  Oaks  g 'ppparentait  etroltement  a  des  pro jets  deposes 
par  la  Prance  des  1919,  et,  en  1932,  par  M.  Paul-Bonoour,  alors 
Ministre  de  la  Q-uerre. 

Pour  bien  marquer  tout  lf inter $t ,quf elle  portait  a 
oe  ohapltre,  la  Prince  avait  propose  une  serle  df  amendments* 
Tous  oes  wnen dement s  visaient  a  r enforcer  I'effioaoite  et  la 
rapldite  de  lf action  du  Coneell, 

La  delegation  franpaise  oonsldere ^que  le  texte  tel 
qu'il  a  ete  vote  a  I'unanlmite  par  le  Oomite,  tient  un  compte 
suf^lsamment  large  de  la  plupart  de  ses  suggestions.  Le  droit 
de  passage  est  insorlt  en  toutes  l^ttres  dans  la  nouvelle  Charte. 
O'est  1^.  une  disposition  capitals  a  nos  yeux.  Comment,  en  effet, 
le  Conseil  de  Securite  pourralt-il  remplir  eon  rdle  si  lee  f ron- 
tleres  des  dlff erents  pajs  oonstituaient  autant  de  cloisons  etan- 
ches,  autant  de  barridrea  inf ranch! s sable sf  Ne  risquerait-on 
pas  de  voir  se  r>epeter  la  situation  que  nous  avons^connue  au 
aou*s  de  I1 ete  1929  et  voir  oondamner  a  un  nouvel  eoheo  les 
efforts  des  Puissances  qui  cheroheralent  a  conjurer  une  conflagra- 
tion imminente? 

En  oe  qui  concerns  les  contingents  mixtes  4  la  dispo- 
sition permanente  du  Conseil f  autre  amendement  auquel  la  Frpijoe 
attachait  tine  grande  Importance,  les  explications  qui  ont  ete 
donnees  sur  les  forces  qui  seraient  placees^a  la  disposition 
du  Conseil  en  vertu  des  aeoords  speciaux  prevus  au  paragraphs  6 
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ont  permls  a  la  delegation  fran^aiee  de  retlrer  1'amendement  qu1 
elle  avalt  presente  a  ce  sujet  en  rafime  temps,  d'allleurs,que 
la  delegation  australlenne. 

La  delegation  frangalse  tlent  toutefois  a 
souligner  que  ea  position  de  prlnclpa  n'a  pas  change.  La 
France  reste  profondement  attaches  au  prlnolpe  d'une  force 
Internationale  compoeee  de  contingents  de  toutes  armes  et 
qul  seralt  en  permanence  a  1»  disposition ,de  I'organisme  auquel 
Incombe  la  lourde  responsabi^lte  de  prote'ger  effloac^raent  la 
paix.  Mais  la  France  consider  que,  dans  la  forme  ou  11  vous 
est  soumls,  le  texte  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapltre  VIII  marque 
une  amelioration % sensible  /suf  les  dispositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  et  un  progres  considerable  vers  1*  conception  de  securlte 
collective  qui  reste  I1 Ideal  de  la  France. 

La  delegation  franpaise  est  oonvalncue 

qu'en  lfetat  ^ctuel  des  choses,  les  propositions  qul  vous  sont 
soumlses  rer>resentent  le  maximum  de  ce  qul  pouvalt  etre  obtenu. 
Elle  est  heureuse  de  le  constater.  En  ra£me  teraps,  elle  Be 
plait  a  rendre  hommage  aux  delegations  qul  ont  partlculle^ement 
oontrlbue  a  I1  amelioration  du  pro  Jet  original.^  Je  veux  parler 
des  delegations  australlenne,  canadlenne  »t  peruvlenne.  ^La 
France  a^vqlontlers  donne  son  adhesion  a  I'amendement  presente 
par  la  delegation  du  Canada  et  tendant  a  assurer  la  p&rtlclpation 
aux  decisions  du  Consell  de  Securltevde  tout  Etat  appele  a  preni 
dre  part  au  moyen  deforces  armeee,  a  une  action  collective. 
Dfautre  part,  la  delegation  franpalse  a^h»utement  apprecle 
1'amendement  australlen,  qul  repondalt  a  un  besoln  de ^clarlf Ica- 
tlon  et  de precision,  concernant  la  nature  et  la  portee  des 
accords  speolaux  prevus  a  I1 article  5. 

Une  heureuse  suggestion  du  Perou  a  pu  £tre 

Insorlte  dans  le  texte.  Elle  vise  a  etabllr,  sur  le  plan  mlll- 
talre,  une  collaboration  plus  etrolte  entre  le  Oonsell  et 
le  Comlte  d'Etat-MaJor  d'une  part,  les  organlsmes  reglonaux 
et  les  sous-comltes  d'Etat-MaJor  d'autre  part. 

La  delegation  franpalse  tlent  a  remercler 

lee  repreeentants  du  Canada,  de  1'Australle  et  du  Perou  de  oes 
Importantes  contributions.  Elle  se  fellclte  de  oonstater  que, 
eur  un  probleme  aussl  delloat  et  aussl ^Important  que  oelul 
des  mesures  ooeroltlves,  alt  pu  £tre  realise  I1 accord  unanlme 
dee  Puissances.  Elle  se  plait  a  volr  dans  cette  unanlmlte 
I'eicpresslon  de  l!esijrlt  de  comprehension  mutuelle  et  de  conci- 
liation qul  a  preside  aux  travaux  de  la  Conference  et  qul  demeure 
Indispensable  pour  que  la  future  Organisation  puisse  rempllr  la 
tAche  sacree  qul ^lui  inoombe  de  malntenir  la  palx  dans  le 
trlomphe  de  la  Democrat le. 
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M,,  LE  PRESIDENT  (par Ian t  en  anglais ;  texte  da 
I1  Interpret  at  Ion  en  f  rankle 

Je  remerole  M.  DEJEAN  de  sea  declarations.  9'autres 
delegues  demandent-ils  la  parole  eur  le  rapport? 

M»  CONNALLX  (Etats-Unis)  (par Ian t  en  anglais;  texte 
de  I1  Interpretation  en  f ratals): 

Je  proppse  I1 adoption  du  rapport  dans  son  ensemble. 

M.  H%  H.  WRONG  (  Canada  )  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte 
de  I1 Interpretation  en  franpals): 

J'appule  la  motion  de  N.  le  Se'nateur  CONNALLY. 

M,,  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de 
I1 Interpretation  en  franpals): 

Je  mets  aux  volx  la  proposition  de  M.  le  Senateur 
CONN ALLY,  appuyee  par  M.  le  ftelegurf  du  Canada,  tendant  a 
I1 adoption  du  rapport  dans  son  ensemble. 


rapport  est  adopts  £  I'unanlmite  -  applaudls semen ts  ) 


M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de 
I1 Interpretation  en  franpais): 

Le  Secretaire  Exeoutif  a  une  declaration  a  f alre  a 
la  Commission.  Je  lul  donne  la  parole. 

X.  le  SECRETAIRE  ADMINISTRATE  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte 
de  I1 Interpretation  en  franpals)  : 

L9 adoption  du  rspport  oonstltualt  la  plus  grande  partle 
du  travail  du  Comlte.  La  posslblllte  exists  oependant  dlune 
nourelle  convocation  du  Comlte  pour  examiner  le  Ohapltre  X|If 
si  le  Comlte  de  Direction  decide  le  renvoi  de  oe  chapitre  a 
1'examen  du  Comite* 

One  vonvooatlon  du  Comit^  est  Igalement  possible  pour 
un  nouvel  examen  des  textes  qul  pourraient  lul  *tre  renvoyes 
par  le  Comite  da  Coordination. 

La  Commission  plenl&re  se  reunlra  a  nouvjau  demain  solr 
a  £0  h.  SO,  pour  examiner  le  rapport  du  quatrleme  Comite« 
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M%  LE  PRESIDENT  (par Ian t  en  anglais;  texte  Ifte 
I1 Interpretation  en  franpais): 

Pereonne  nesdemande  plus  la  parole?  La  premiere 
seance  de  la  troisieme  Commission  est  lev£e» 

(  La  seance  est  levee  a  17  h.20  ) . 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  ???/J19  IFR"ENO') 

June  12,   1945 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


OBDRE  Pi  JOUR  DE  LA  DEUXIEHE  SEANCE  DE  LA  COMMISSION  III 
Theatre  dji  1'Qjjgrja.,  ifi.  15  -luin  1945.  & 


(1)  Examen  du  rapport  du  Rapporteur  du  Comlt£  III/4 


AGENDA  FOR  THE  SECOND  MEETING  P£  COhiilSSION  III 


(1)  Consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Rapporteur  of 
Committee  HI/4 
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48  Doc.   972   (ENGLISH)* 

The  United  Nations  Conference  JS£614    1945 

on  International  Organization  ' 


COMMISSION   HI        Security  Council 


PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Morgans tierne,  Norway):   Fellow  Delegates, 
the  second  meeting  of  the  third  Commission  is  duly  opened. 

Yesterday  afternoon  the  Commission  unanimously  adopted 
the  report  of  the  third  Committee  of  our  Commission  dealing 
with  Enforcement  Arrangements.  Tonight,  we  have  before  us 
the  likewise  unanimous  report  of  the  fourth  Committee  deal- 
ing with  Regional  Arrangements.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me 
at  this  time  to  dwell  on  Hie  nature  or  the  very  great 
importance  of  the  work  performed  by  our  Committee  IV.  It 
will  all  become  perfectly  clear  to  you  presently  when  our 
Rapporteur,  Dr.  Wellington  Koo  reads  to  the  Commission  the 
excellent  report  of  Committee  IV. 

The  Committee  held,  in  all,  six  meetings;  but  a  very 
large  part  of  the  work  was  performed  by  a  subcommittee 
which  held  ten  meetings.  The  Committee  examined,  in  all, 
thirty -two  proposed  amendments,  of  which  it  accepted  four. 
These  four,  however,  represented  an  amalgamation  of  nearly 
all  the  amendments  presented  to  the  Committee.  I  should 
like  here  to  express  my  sincere  thanks  to  the  members,  and 
quite  particularly  to  the  officers  of  Committee  IV.  for  the 
painstaking  and  able  work  which  they  have  performed.  The 
officers  are  well  known  to  you.  'The  Chairman  is  His 
Excellency,  Alberto  Lleras  Camargo,  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  of  Colombia;  the  Rapporteur  is  His  Excellency, 
Dr.  Wellington  Koo,  Ambassador  of  China  to  the  Court  of 
St.  James;  and  the  Secretary  is  Mr.  Allan  Daw son.   Our 
sincere  thanks  are  due  to  these  men.  I  think  I  should  feel 
amiss,  however,  if  I  did  not  also  express  on  behalf  of  the 
Commission  what  was  expressed  at  the  last  meeting  of 
Committee  IV,  a  special  thanks  to  the  American  Delegate  on 
Committee  IV.  I  know  that  the  members  of  the  Committee 
felt  that  Senator  Vandenberg  had  contributed  largely  to 
the  success  of  the  Committee's  work,  particularly  by  the 
way  in  which  he  found  solutions  for  many  of  the  difficult 
and  important  problems  before  the  Committee.  May  I  ask  the 
officers  of  Committee  IV  kindly  to  take  their  seats  on  the 
rostrum. 

May  I  introduce  the  Rapporteur  of  Committee  4,  the 
representative  of  our  great  Ally,  the  first  one  to  bear 
the  brunt  of  Fascist  aggression. 
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Dr»  Wellington  Koo  of  China,  will  you  kindly  road  your 
report? 

RAPPORTEUR:  Mr.  Chairman,  before  I  proceed  to  read  my 
brief  report,  let  me  first  of  all  thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman, 
for  your  very  kind  reference  to  me.  I  wish  also  to  say  what 
a  great  privilege  and  pleasure  it  was  to  me  to  serve  on 
Committee  4  of  Commission  III  under  the  distinguished  Chair- 
manship of  the  Foreign  Minister  of  Colombia,  Dr.  Alberto 
Lleras  Caxnargo,  and  also  to  express  my  very  great  appreciation 
of  the  valuable  contribution  which  all  the  members  of 
Committee  4  contributed  to  the  discussions  in  the  Committee. 
This  is.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  you  have  so  rightly  remarked, 
especially  true  of  Senator  Vandenberg  whose  wisdom, 
Infinite  patience,  and  unexcelled  skill  in  promoting  agree- 
ment has  made  It  possible  for  me  as  your  Rapporteur  to 
present  a  full  and,  I  hope,  satisfactory  report. 

Committee  4  of  Commission  III,  under  the  distinguished 
Chairmanship  of  His  Excellency  Dr.  Alberto  Lleras  Camargo, 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of v Colombia,  has  held  six  meetings 
on  May  4,  9,  15.  and  23,  and  June  8  and  11,  1945.  At  the 
meeting  of  May  9,  its  Subcommittee  A  was  appointed.  The 
Subcommittee  has  since  held  ten  meetings,  on  May  10,  11,  14, 
15,  16,  21,  and  22,  and  June  1,  6,  and  8,  1945- 

The  Committee  at  its  meeting  of  May  15  decided  "that 
consideration  of  regional  forms  of  social  and  economic 
cooperation  fall  exclusively  within  the  competence  of 
Committee  11/3  and  that  the  work  of  Committee  HI/4  relates 
only  to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C,  but  a  reference  to  such 
forms  in  the  text  of  Chapter  VIII.  Section  C,  is  not 
precluded."  It  was  also  decided  in  respect  to  voting 
procedures  that,  "pending  consultation  with  the  Chairman 
of  Committee  IIl/l,  or  reference  to  the  Coordination 
Committee,  the  Subcommittee  would  be  free,  for  purposes  of 
argument  or  illustration,  to  refer,  in  the  course  of  its 
discussion  to  voting  procedures  in  the  Council  as  they 
affect  regional  arrangements.11 

Committee  HI/4  lays  before  Commission  III,  for  its 
approval,  the  following  decisions  on  matters  of  substance 
by  the  Committee  (the  recommended  texts  have  been  submitted 
to  the  Coordination  Committee  icf  accordance  with  normal 
procedure ) • 

Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  paragraph  2? 

The  text  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  paragraph  3,  has 
been  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"The  parties  to  any  dispute  the  continuance  of  which  is 
likely  to  endanger  the  maintenance  of  international  peace 
and  security  should  obligate  themselves,  first  of  all,  to 
seek  a  solution  by  negotiation,  mediation,  conciliation, 
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arbitration  or  judicial  settlement,  resort  to  regional 
agencies  or  arrangements,  or  other  peaceful  means  of  their 
own  choice.  The  Security  Council  should  call  upon  the 
parties  to  settle  their  dispute  by  such  means." 

In  this  connection,  the  Committee  made  the  fallowing 
decision: 

"That  the  amendment  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  para- 
graph 3,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  -approved  by  the 
Committee  be  referred  to  Committee  HI/2  with  the 
recommendation  that  the  proposed  change  be  incorporated 
in  the  text  under  consideration  by  the  latter  Committee. n 

Chapter  VIII.  Section  £,  paragraph  It 

The  text  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C,  paragraph  1,  has 
been  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Nothing  in  the  Charter  should  preclude  the  existence 
of  regional  arrangements  or  agepoies  for  dealing  with  such 
matters  relating  to  the  maintenance  of  International  peace 
and  security  as  are  appropriate)  for  regional  action,  pro- 
vided such  arrangements  or  agentoies  and  their  activities 
are  consistent  with  the  purposes  and  principles  of  the 
Organization.  The  member  states  comprising  such  agencies 
or  entering  into  such  arrangements  should  make  every  effort 
to  achieve  peaceful  settlement  of  local  disputes  through 
such  agencies  or  arrangements  before  referring  them  to  tho 
Security  Council.  The  Security  Council  should  encourage 
the  development  of  peaceful  settlement  of  local  disputes 
through  such  regional  arrangements  or  by  such  regional 
agencies,  either  on  the  initiative  of  tho  state  concerned  or 
by  reference  from  the  Security  Council. 

11  This  paragraph  in  no  way  impairs  the  application  of 
paragraphs  1  and  2  of  Section  A  of  this  Chapter." 

Chapter  VIII.  Section  (J,  paragraph  2: 

The  text  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C,  paragraph  2,  has 
been  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"The  Security  Council  should,  where  appropriate, 
utilize  such  arrangements  or  agencies  for  enforcement 
action  under  its  authority.  But  no  enforcement  action 
should  be  taken  under  regional  arrangements  or  by  regional 
agencies  without  the  authorization  of  the  Security  Council 
with  the  exception  of  measures  against  enemy  states  in  this 
war  provided  for  pursuant  to  Chapter  XII.  Paragraph  2,  or, 
in  regional  arrangements  directed  against  renewal  of  aggressive 
policy  on  the  part  of  such  states,  until  such  time  as  the 
Organization  may.  on  request  of  tne  governments  concerned, 
be  charged  with  the  responsibility  for  preventing  further 
aggression  by  a  state  now  at  war  with  the  -United  Nations. " 
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The  text  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C,  paragraph  3,  to 
which  no  amendments  were  presented,  was  retained  in  the  fora 
in  which  originally  drafted,  namely: 

"The  Security  Council  ahould  at  all  times  be  kept  fully 
informed  of  activities  undertaken  or  in  contemplation 
under  regional  arrangements  or  by  regional  agencies  for  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security. " 

New  paragraph  for  insertion  in  the  text  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals;  ""~""~"~""~ 

It  was  decided  to  insert  a  new  paragraph  in  the  text  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  to  read  as  follows: 

"Nothing  in  this  Charter  impairs  the  inherent  right  of 
individual  or  collective  self-defense  if  an  armed  at tad 
occurs  against  a  member  state,  until  the  Security  Council 
has  taken  the  measures  necessary  to  maintain  international 
peace  and  security.  Measures  taken  in  the  exercise  of  this 
right  of  self-defense  shall  be  immediately  reported  to  the 
Security  Council  and  shall  not  in  any  way  affect  the  authority 
and  responsibility  of  the  Security  Council  under  this  Charter 
to  take  at  any  time  such  action  as  it  may  deem  necessary  in 
order  to  maintain  or  restore  international  peace  and  security." 

In  this  connection  the  following  decision  was  approved: 

"That  the  question  of  the  place  where  the  new  paragraph 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  should  be 
referred  to  the  Coordination  Committee  for  final  decision, 
with  the  recommendation,  however,  that  it  might  constitute  a 
new  Section  D  to  Chapter  VIII. " 

In  the  discussion  preceding  this  vote,  the  Delegate  from 
the  Soviet  Union  reiterated  the  view  previously  expressed  by 
him  in  the  meeting  of  the  Subcommittee  on  May  22,  that  the 
adopted  paragraph  should  appropriately  be  placed  as  para- 
graph 12,  Section  B.  Chapter  VIII.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  ruled  that  this  statement  be  transmitted  to  the 
Coordination  Committee  for  its  consideration* 

The  Committee  desires  to  invite  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  references  to  Chapter  VIII  Section  A,  paragraph  1 
and  2  (in  tho  approved  text  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C 
paragraph  1,  quoted  above),  and  to  Chapter  XII,  paragraph  2 
(in  the  approved  text  of  Chapter  VIII.  Section^  Hp&ragraph  2, 
quoted  above),  are  intended  to  apply  to  the *  original  texts 
of  these  paragraphs  in  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals;  if 
these  texts  should  be  modified  as  a* result  of  their  consxuur*- 
tion  by  technical  or  other  committees,  it  is  understood  that 
Committee  HI/4  will  be  -free  to  reconsider  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  C,  paragraphs  1  and/or  2,  as  may  be  appropriate. 
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The  Committee  has  thus  completed  the  vork  assigned  to 
It  under  its  terms  of  reference  with  the  proviso  contained 
in  the  paragraph  immediately  above.  It  is  a  pleasure  to  be 
able  to  report  that  the  approval  of  all  of  the  texts  by  the 
Committee  was  by  unanimous  vote. 

PRESIDENT:  I  want  to  thank  you  again.  Dr.  Koo.  for  your 
report •  A  general  discussion  of  the  report  is  now  in  order, 
and  the  Chair  recognizes  as  the  first  speaker  the  Delegate  of 
the  United  States,  Senator  Vandenberg. 

MR.  VANDENBERG:  Mr.  President,  Ladies  and  Gentlemen. 
First  I  want  to  express  my  thanks  to  the  distinguished 
President  of  this  Commission,  and  to  the  Rapporteur  of  the 
Committee,  for  their  generous  personal  references. 

I  must  insist,  however,  that  the  success  of  our  labors 
has  been  due  primarily  to  the  wise  and  able  leadership  of 
the  Chairman  of  our  Committee,  Dr.  Lleras  Camargo  of  Colombia, 
and  our  Rapporteur,  Dr.  Koo  of  China;  and  particularly  is  our 
success  due  to  the  willingness  and  patience  of  the  entire 
membership  of  the  Committee  to  wrestle  with  our  very  difficult 
problem. 

I  rise,  Mr.  President,  to  comment  upon  the  report  simply 
because  I  want  to  emphasize  two  or  throe  of  the  new  landmarks 
in  international  relationships  which  are  being  established  here 
tonight. 

First,  Mr,  President,  we  have  found  a  sound  and  practical 
formula  for  putting  regional  organizations  into  effective  goar 
with  the  global  institution  which  we  here  erect  on  behalf  of 
the  world's  peace  and  security.  With  full  fidelity  to  the 
international  fraternity  which  we  here  create. we  have  found 
tho  way  to  utilize  for  our  common  advantage  those  regional 
relationships  which  bind  good  neighbors  together  in  mutual 
pursuit  of  their  own  more  Intimate  welfare  and  peace.  In 
my  view  we  have  infinitely  strengthened  the  world  Organization 
by  thus  enlisting,  within  its  over-all  supervision,  the 
dynamic  resources  of  these  regional  affinities.  We  do  not 
thus  subtract  from  global  unity  on  behalf  of  the  world1 s 
peace  and  security;  on  the  contrary,  we  weld  these  regional 
king-links  into  the  global  chain. 

Second,  Mr.  President,  ore  of  these  king-links  is 
particularly  dear  to  the  hearts  of  twenty -one  republics  in 
this  Western  Hemisphere.  It  l*s  a  precious  inheritance  with 
50  years  of  benign  history  behind  it.  I  am  sure  it  will 
not  be  taken  amiss  if  I  use  it  here  as  an  example.  There  are 
other  regional  arrangements  of  great  honor  and  validity*  I 
exclude  none  of  them  when  I  speak  of  Pan-Americanism  as  a 
symbol.  I  simply  point  to  it  as  being  the  oldest  and  happiest 
regional  arrangement  in  the  world. 
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We  ID  the  Americas  are  deeply  proud  of  It;  we  in  the 
Americas  are  profoundly  attached  to  it;  we  in  the  Americas 
are  completely  sure  that  it  will  measure  up  to  every  require- 
ment of  regional  cooperation  with  the  International  Organiza- 
tion which  we  shall  here  endow  with  the  prayers  of  humankind* 

In  so  saying,  we  are  no  less  faithful  to  the  world 
ideal  and  to  the  dominant  supremacy  of  the  United  Nations  in 
the  maintenace  of  peace  and  security.  No,  we  are  the  more 
faithful  because  we  bring  you  this  bulwark  of  our  strength 
and  we  build  it  into  the  foundations  of  a  better  world. 

Third,  we  here  recognize  the  inherent  right  of  self- 
defense  ,  whether  individual  or  collective,  which  permits  any 
sovereign  state  among  us  or  any  qualified  regional  group  of 
states  to  ward  off  attack  pending  adequate  action  by  the 
parent  body.  And  we  specifically  recognize  the  continuous 
validity  of  mutual  protection  pacts  to  prevent  a  resurgence 
of  Axis  aggression,  pending  the  time  when  all  the  states 
concerned  may  be  satisfied  to  rest  this  exclusive  respons- 
ibility with  the  new  Organization. 

In  other  words,  wo  strengthen  our  over-all  objective  by 
giving  it  every  resource  at  our  command;  and  this  over-all 
objective  is  that  the  Axis  shall  never  rise  again. 

This  final  thought  and  I  am  done,  Mr.  President. 

Three  or  four  weeks  ago  this  Conference  was  in  the  greatest 
distress  because  it  seemed  impossible  to  find  the  formula 
which  could  solve  the  problem  confronting  our  Committee  and 
create  this  liaison.  It  was  regarded  as  a  desperate  crisis. 
It  was  thought  by  some  that  the  Conference  had  reached  an 
impasse  which  It  could  not  escape.  It  was  said  that  we  were 
headed  for  the  rocks 4 

I  confess  that  the  skies  were  cloudy  and  the  seas  were 
rough,  but  all  this  tempest  and  all  this  anxiety  are  now 
things  of  yesterday.  That  which  was  so  imponderable  is 
wholly  solved,  and  we  have  here  a  unanimous  report. 

I  suggest,  Mr.  President,  that  this  demonstrates  how 
men  and  women  of  good  will  con  resolve  their  differences 
when  hearts,  heads,  and  hands  are  devoted  to  a  common  cause. 
And  I  venture  tho  nope  that  under  Providence  this  may  be  a 
sign,  a  token,  and  an  omen,  that  fifty  great  united  nations, 
bound  together  by  the  blood  of  their  soldier  and  their 
sailor  sons,  will  find  the  way,  regardless  of  obstacles,  to 
maintain  peace  with  justice  in  this  weary  world. 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you. 

The  next  speaker  is  the  Delegate  of  Mexico,  Ambassador 
Castillo  Najera. 
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MR.  CASTILLO  NAJERA  (speaking  in  Spanish;  English 
version  of  address  follows):  Mr.  President,  I  desire  my 
first  words  to  express  the  fact  that  I  associate  myself 
whole-heartedly  with  the  tribute  so  justly  deserved  which 
has  been  directed  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  Dr.  Lleras 
Camargo,  to  Dr.  Wellington  Koo,  and  to  the  Secretary,  Mr* 
Dawson,  and  to  extend  such  appreciation  to  all  members  of  the 
Committee  for  their  fruitful  contributions  to  the  work  that 
was  entrusted  to  us. 

In  the  work  of  Commission  III  the  contribution  of 
Committee  4  on  Regional  Arrangements  had  a  very  special 
significance*  As  has  already  been  said,  difficulties  of 
such  a  nature  arose  in  our  work  that,  for  many  anxious  days, 
they  seemed  to  endanger  the  success  of  the  Committee,  and 
perhaps  even  that  of  the  Conference.  Fortunately,  due  to 
patience  and  skill,  the  desire  to  win  through,  and  a  meeting 
of  minds,  we  have  arrived  at  a  harmonious  result  which  con- 
ciliates the  differences  for  the  benefit  of  the  common  cause. 

In  the  chapter  to  which  I  am  referring,  the  first  con- 
sideration of  the  delegations  of  the  American  nations  was 
to  safeguard  their  greatest  achievement,  the  most  precious 
flower  of  cooperation  for  security  through' peaceful  means. 
In  the  happy  expression  of  Senator  Vandenberg,  one  of  the 
most  Illustrious  champions  in  the  brilliant  progress  of  the 
Committee  it  was  decided  not  to  define,  so  as  not  to  limit, 
the  term  "Regional  Arrangement  s%  but  the  inter-American 
system  was  referred  to  in  detail.  I  doubt  whether  any  general 
definition  would  exactly  cover  Pan-Americanism,  whose  essential 
characteristics  are  unique  In  the  world  order « 

The  Pan-American  ideal  was  born  in  the  collective  con- 
science at  the  same  time  as  aspirations  for  independence. 
It  was  not  only  in  tho  luminous  inspiration  of  the  Libertador, 
that  the  ingenious  conception  of  continental  collaboration 
shined.  Statements  of  OtHiggins,  of  Ceclllo  Valle.  of  Sen 
Martin  and  of  other  founding  fathers  of  our  countries,  far- 
seeing  spirits  who  foretold  the  glorious  future  of  the  New 
World,  have  been  quoted  In  support  of  the  vehement  desires  of 
Pan-Americanism.  It  was  Monteagudo  who  in  a  precise  manner 
prophesied:   "the  nations  of  America  will  be  independent  and 
will  constitute  a  single  family." 

This  prophesy  has  been  realized  136  years  after  it  was 
formulated  by  the  Argentine  statesman  and  philosopher*  The 
system  which  governs  us  today  is  not  an  ephemeral  or 
circumstantial  accident.  It  is  the  Irrevocable  imperative 
of  our  community  of  ideals  and  of  interests.  These  Ideals 
and  Interests  impose  on  us  the  fulfillment  of  an  identical 
historical  mission. 

We  have  consolidated  Pan-Americanism  as  a  result  of 
great  concerted  efforts  to  establish  mutual  confidence  and 
mutual  understanding.  We  have  understood  that  the  world- 
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vide  and  inescapable  lavs  of  interdependence  bring  us  to- 
gether in  such  a  way  that  to  attempt  to  sidetrack  them  is 
to  condemn  ourselves  to  decadence  and  ruin  at  a  time  when 
destiny  calls  us  to  the  fullness  of  international  life, 
prodigal  in  its  benefits  for  our  peoples.  The  good-neighbor 
policy  inaugurated  by  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt  marks  an  era 
in  the  progress  of  Pan-Americanism  in  which  the  most  recent 
and  most  Illustrious  step  is  the  Act  of  Chapul tepee,  mentioned 
several  times  in  the  course  of  our  meetings* 

But  the  Act  of  Chapul tepee  is  not  the  apex  of  perfection. 
It  is  the  farther-most  advance  to  date,  not  the  goal.  Announce- 
ment has  already  been  made  of  a  forthcoming  inter-American 
convention,  which,  quoting  Senator  Vandonberg  onco  more,  will 
draw  up  the  treaty  which  will  meet  every  test  within  the 
International  Organization. 

The  states  of  America  represented  at  the  San  Francisco 
Conference  are  animated  by  the  most  fervent  desiro  and  the 
firmest  intention  of  cooperating  with  all  tho  states  of  the 
world  for  tho  establishment,  tho  maintenance,  tho  prestige, 
and  the  efficacy  of  the  United  Nations,  but  with  equal 
determination  they  arc  resolved  to  conserve  and  perfect  in 
accordance  with  changing  circumstances  and  with  the  progress 
of  civilization  the  inter -American  system  of  unity  and 
solidarity  as  a  contribution  to  tho  concord  and  harmony  of 
*;he  world  and  to  the  reign  of  human  fraternity  which  we  all 
lesire. 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you.  Ambassador  Castillo  Najera.  Thu 
next  speaker  is  the  Delegate  and  tht^  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  of  Venezuela,  Senor  Porra  Perez • 

MR.  PARRA  P&EZ:   (speaking  in  French;  English  vorsion 
as  delivered  by  intorpretor  follows):  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
first  of  all  like  to  associate  myself  with  tho  dosorved 
praise  which  has  been  given  to  the  officers  of  the  Committee 
and  I  would  more  particularly  liko  to  thank  the  President, 
Dr.  Lleras  Cainargo,  the  Rapporteur,  Dr.  Wellington  Koo.  and 
Senator  Vandenberg  for  their  valuable  and  decisive  contributions 
to  tho  work  of  the  Committee. 

I  would  like  to  renew  the  expression  of  the  whole-hearted 
adherence  of  the  Do legation  of  my  country  to  tho  formulas  of 
the  Charter  concerning  regional  agreements  and  their  coordina- 
tion with  the  general  international  organization.  Through 
difficult  negotiations  we  have  endoavored  to  fulfil  two  main 
purposes--to  preserve  on  tho  one  hand  tho  working  of  regional 
systems  and.  on  the  other  hand,  to  maintain  the  supreme  authority 
of  tho  world  Organization.  It  had  to  be  possible, and  it  has 
proved  to  be  possible  to  conciliate  and  harmonize  the  ono  vltl* 
the  other. 
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The  Delegate  of  Venezuela  has  added  its  efforts  to  those 
of  the  other  delegations  more  particularly  with  a  view  to 
Inserting  the  inter-American  system  into  the  Charter*  It 
was  a  question  of  safeguarding  a  vhole  tradition  which  was 
dear  to  our  continent,  that  of  a  living  organism  and  a  very 
active  one,  the  latest  development  of  which  was  realized  in 
the  recent  Mexico  conference  and  has  shown  in  a  very  conclu- 
sive manner  its  power  and  its  dynamic  qualities* 

I  have  already  said  elsewhere,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is 
useless  to  recall  it  here,  that  we  did  nothing  in  Mexico  with- 
out taking  into  account  the  need  of  putting  our  regional 
system  into  gear  with  the  great  world  Organization •  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  should  say  that  I  cannot  conceive  this 
system  as  something  isolated.  I  see  in  it  rather  one  of  the 
cogs,  and  a  very  essential  one,  of  the  general  mechanism  for 
the  establishment  and  defense  of  universal  peace*  Our  aim  is 
not  solely  the  maintenance  of  good  relations  between  the 
American  republics*  We  are  convinced  that  inter-American 
agreements  can  contribute  in  the  future,  as  they  have  in  the 
past,  to  the  development  of  bonds  of  friendship  with  countries 
of  the  other  continents,  and  therefore,  to  world  peace  and 
security . 

It  is  in  the  Interests  of  all  that  any  conflicts  which  may 
arise  should  be  solved  as  quickly  as  possible  in  a  satisfactory 
manner,  and  no  one  doubts  that  regional  systems  are  most  appro- 
priate to  this  effect.  I  feel  certain  that  experience  will 
consecrate  a  complete  harmony  In  the  coordinated  working  of 
the  world  Organization  and  regional  systems,  and  more  particularl; 
of  the  inter-American  system. 

As  a  representative  of  a  state  which  belongs  to  the  latter, 
as  well  as  in  my  capacity  as  member  of  the  community  of  the 
United  Nations,  I  can  say  that  Venezuela  will  devote  all 
its  strength  to  the  success  of  the  Organization  which  we 
are  here  building. 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you,  Sir.  The  Chair  recognizes  the 
Delegate  of  Egypt. 

PASHA  HASSAN  (speaking  in  French;  English  version  as 
delivered  by  interpreter  follows):  The  Egyptian  Delegation 
would  like  to  pay  tribute  to  the  efforts  of  this  Committee 
under  the  able  leadership  of  its  Chairman  and  its  Rapporteur. 
It  would  also  like  to  state  clearly  its  attitude  in  connection 
with  the  text  adopted  by  the  Committee. 

The  Egyptian  Delegation  always  thought  that  close 
regional  cooperation  between  states  would  help  the  new 
Organization  in  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  security  and 
would  promote  economic,  intellectual,  and  social  progress* 
The  brilliant  results  of  the  Pan  American  Union,  the  close 
cooperation  and  fraternity  shown  by  the  Arab  states,  even 
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before. the  signature  of  the  Cairo  Act  set  up  a  Pan-Arab  Union, 
the  schemes  for  the  European  Union—all  these  things  seem  to 
work  in  favor  of  the  insertion  in  the  Charter  of  the 
principle  of  regional  cooperation. 

The  Egyptian  Delegation  has  been  glad  to  find  in  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  a  reference  to  regional  agree- 
ment and  the  possibility  of  harmonizing  them  with  the  new 
Organization,  working  toward  the  same  goal.  In  the  amendments 
it  presented,  the  Egyptian  Delegation  underlined  the  economic, 
social,  and  intellectual  character  of  regional  cooperation 
and  the  possible  role  they  might  play  in  the  settlement  of 
local  disputes,  which  vould  bring  results  fully  as  satisfactory 
for  the  settlement  of  regional  questions  as  those  we  hope  to 
obtain  from  the  Security  Council  for  the  settlement  of  inter- 
national disputes  for  the  maintenance  of  International  poace 
and  security. 

The  Egyptian  Delegation  asked  that  all  allusions  to 
military  alliances  and  pacts  of  mutual  assistance  should  >e 
disconnected  from  the  text  on  regional  agreements.  They 
fully  understand  that  countries  which  were  victims  of  the 
Axis  want  to  maintain  their  military  alliances,  but  they 
think  that  in  view  of  the  different  nature  of  regional  agree- 
ments and  of  their  provisional  character,  these  military 
alliances  should  bo  mentioned  in  a  special  chapter  of  the 
Charter;  that  the  allusion  in  Chapter  XII  for  the  prevention 
of  any  new  aggression  by  enemy  states  should  not  be  in  the 
chapter  on  regional  agreements  but  should  go  into  the  chapter 
on  transitional  measures,  since  these  are  of  a  purely  temporary 
character. 

The  Egyptian  Delegation  had  also  proposed  a  definition 
of  regional  agreement  which  underlined  their  permanent 
character  and.  as  in  the  same  words  as  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  had  to  depend  on  immediate  geographical  vicinity. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  texts  which  have  been  adopted,  after 
long  negotiations  taking  place  outside  the  Committee,  have 
shown  traces  of  regrettable  confusion  and,  more  particularly, 
that  they  contain  no  allusion  to  regional  cooperation  in  the 
economic,  intellectual,  and  social  spheres* 

In  these  circumstances  the  Egyptian  Delegation  makes  full 
reservations  on  these  points. 

PRESIDENT:  I  want  to  thank  the  Egyptian  Minister  for 
his  contribution. 

The  next  speaker  will  be  the  Chairman  of  the  French 
Delegation,  Monsieur  Paul-Boncour. 

MRt  PAUL-BONCOUR  (speaking  in  French;  translation  follows): 
Mr.  Chairman,  Ladies  and  Gentlemen.  My  Dear  Colleagues  in  the 
name  of  the  French  Delegation,  I  want  to  nay  tribute  to  the 
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work  that  has  bean  dona  and  to  axpraaa  our  public  and  grate - 
ful  adherence  to  the  taxt  now  submitted  for  your  consideration. 
I  would  like  to  thank  the  President  of  the  Committee.  Sanor 
Lleras  Camargo,  and  my  old  Geneva  companion.  Dr.  Wellington 
Koo,  for  their  help.  I  would  also  like  to  express  my  gratitude 
to  all  the  nations  of  America  who  wanted  this  amendment  In 
order  to  safeguard  their  fecund  Pan  American  Union,  which  for 
years  has  prevented  or  avoided  war  in  your  continent. 

I  would  more  particularly  like  to  express  my  gratitude 
to  Senator  Vandenberg  and  the  Delegation  of  the  United  States 
who  have  helped  so  much  in  the  drafting  of  the  text  now  sub- 
mitted and  in  securing  its  acceptance.  This  taxt  makes  a  clear 
distinction  between  the  prevention  and  the  repression  of 
aggression . 

As  far  as  prevention  of  aggression  is  concerned,  it 
vests  in  the  Security  Council  the  task  of  making  the  necessary 
provision  and  taking  whatever  measures  are  necessary.  It 
renders  obligatory  the  authorization  of  the  Council  for  the 
measures  which  the  states  concerned  would  take,  with  an 
exception  In  the  case  of  the  application  of  treaties  for 
the  prevention  of  fresh  aggressions  by  our  present  enemies* 
And  this  exception  will  endure  until  the  signatories  think 
that  the  Security  Council  is  in  a  position  to  take  over  the 
task. 

But  as  far  as  repression  of  aggression  Is  concerned,-- 
and  that  is  a  form  of  legitimate  individual  or  collective 
defense—the  text  indicates  the  right  of  the  signatories  of 
regional  understandings  or  treaties  of  mutual  assistance  to 
act  immediately  without  awaiting  the  execution  of  the  measures 
token  by  the  Security  Council.  They  will  naturally  have  to 
report  to  the  Security  Council  what  they  have  dona. 

Gentlemen,  let  me  say  what  a  great  relief  this  amend- 
ment has  brought  to  the  French  Delegation,  and,  with  them  to 
all  the  French  people.  And  for  this  reason,  I  expressed  a 
moment  ago  my  gratitude  to  all  those  who  have  helped  in  this 
work. 

After  all,  you  see.  I  belong  to  a  country  which  has  been 
three  times  Invaded  in  leas  than  a  century.  -The  last  war  has 
left  it,  like  so  many  other  Invaded  countries  of  Europe, 
devastated,  shaken,  destroyed.  Their  distress  rises  as  an 
appeal  to  the  nations  untouched  by  war  to  persevere  in  the 
common  task. 

My  country  has  complete  confidence  in  the  system  of 
collective  security,  in  the  Security  Council,  in  the  Charter 
which  we  are  making.  Thb  report  which  you  unanimously 
accepted  yesterday,— I  would  Ilka  to  thank  you  again  for  that-- 
testifies  to  the  faith  I  have  personally  In  this  system  at 
collective  security  and  in  its  efficacy.  But  whatever  pre- 
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cautions  may  be  taken  in  the  various  commit toes,  In  order 
to  assure  swift  and  effective  action  by  the  Security  Council, 
it  is  Impossible  to  prevent  delays  resulting  from  its  meetings, 
its  discussion,  from  the  transport  from  countries  often 
distant  of  material  and  men  assigned  to  those  who  are  at t acted. 
And  this,  coupled  with  the  light iun/*  .  rapidity  which  aggression 
in  modern  war  is  capable  of,  may  defeat—still  more  in  any 
future  war  if  that  unhappily  should  occur --may  subject  a  country 
to  the  risk  of  death. 

Let  us  not  forget  that,  in  1914,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
prompt  arrival  of  the  valiant  British  Army,  our  left  wing 
would  have  been  turned  at  Charlerol  and  the  war  finished  on 
August  24.  We  do  not  forget  how  Oerpan  Ranks  poured  through 
as  soon  as  the  lines  of  Belgium  and  the  Meuse  were  forced, 
nor  the  bewildered  crowds  fleeing  from  an  Invaded  capital 
nor  all  the  atrocious  disorder  which  remains  em  unforgettable 
memory  for  those  who  havo  witnessed  it. 

This  is  why  we  have  sought  and  will  continue  to  seek 
through  pacts  of  mutual  assistance  and  regional  agreements. — 
fully  in  conformity,  of  course,  with  the  governing  principles 
of  the  Charter — the  means  of  taking  action  on  the  very  day, 
the  very  hour  or  minute  when  brutal  aggression  is  committed — 
aggression  which  can  be  made  all  the  more  deadly  by  the  speed 
of  technical  devices* 

Admittedly ,  we  know  that  in  the  end  the  strength  of  the 
United  Nations  will  prevail.  This  must  inspire  us  with  a 
deep  confidence  that  the  piling  up  of  material  and  men  will 
unfailingly  beat  down  the  lone  aggressor  which  has  dared 
to  provoke  the  war.  But,  in  the  meantime,  we  don't  want  to 
leave  any  more  parts  of  our  territory  in  the  hands  of  an 
aggressor  whose  brutal  attach  has  succeeded  in  paralysing 
momentarily  our  means  of  defense.  Wo  want  to  seek  in  those 
regional  agreements  which  the  amendment  leaves  open  to  us-- 
provided  they  conform  to  the  principles  of  the  Charter --in 
treaties  of  mutual  assistance  which  must  likewise  be  in 
conformity— the  means  of  acting  forthwith  without  having  to 
await  the  execution  of  the  measures  taken  by  the  Security 
Council  to  protect  us  from  the  experience  which  has  mode  us 
shed  our  blood  three  times  in  less  than  a  century. 

This  is  why  I  thank  the  fourth  Committee  for  having 
assured  us  these  means,  and  I  hope  that  the  third  Commission 
will  give  its  approval  to  these  conclusions. 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Paul-Bonoour. 

There  are  no  other  delegates  who  have  signified  their 
desire  to  address  the  Commission.  Is  there  any  further 
discussion? 

If  there  is  not,  the  Chair  will  entertain  a  motion  for 
the  adoption  in  full  of  the  report. 
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MR.  VANDENBERO:  I  move  the  report  be  approved. 

PRESIDENT:  Senator  Vandenberg  has  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  report.  Is  there  any  second? 

MR.  PAUL-BONCOUR  (speaking  in  French;  English  version 
as  delivered  by  interpreter  follows):  I  support  Senator 
Vandenberg §s  motion. 

MR.  KERNO  (Czechoslovakia):  I  second  the  motion. 

PRESIDENT:  Will  those  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  adopt 
the  report  of  Committee  4  in  full  raise  their  hands? 

Any  against? 

The  motion  has  been  unanimously  adopted* 

The  Executive  Officer  has  an  announcement  to  make. 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICER:  The  adoption  of  this  section  of  the 
report  of  the  fourth  Committee  in  all  probability  will  conclude 
the  major  portion  of  its  work.  It  may  prove  necessary ,  in 
case  there  is  a  return  of  a  correotod  text  from  the  Coordina- 
tion Committee,  for  this  Committee  to  be  reconvened.  In  the 
absence  of  that,  this  probably  will  be  the  last  meeting  which 
we  shall  need  to  ask  you  to  attend  for  tho  fourth  Committee* 

We  have  not  yet  been  able  to  make  plans  for  the  next  tvo 
meetings  of  the  Commission;  that  is  to  say,  tho  reports  of  the 
first  and  the  second  Committees.  It  is  our  hope  that  tho 
second  Committee  will  be  able  to  report  to  you  on  Monday  next, 
but  in  any  event,  you  will  receive  appropriate  notification 
as  soon  as  arrangements  havo  boon  completed. 

PRESIDENT:  That  completes  tho  agenda  for  today,  and 
the  meeting  stands  adjourned. 

(Adjourned  at  10:25  P«  m.) 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  972  (FRENCH)* 

on  International  Organization  jSe6i4, 


COMMISSION   HI        Security  CouncU 


M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (M.  Mor  g  ens  tl  erne,  Norvfege,  parlant  en 
anglais;  texte  de  lf  interpretation  en  fran$als):  Messieurs 
les  d6l6gu6s,  la  deuxi&me  s6ance  de  la  Commission  III  est 
ouverte. 

Nous  avons  entendu  hier  le  rapport  adopt  6  &  I'unanimitfi 
par  le  Comit6  3  de  cette  Commission,  rapport  qui  fut  pr6sent6 
par  Son  Excellence  M.  Paul-Boncour  et  qui  relatait  les  d6- 
Iib6rations  du  Comlt6  3  sur  les  mesures  coercltives  . 

Vous  allez  entendre  aujourd'hui  le  rapport  du  quatrifeme 
Comit6  de  la  troisibme  Commission  sur  les  accords  regionaux. 
Je  ne  crois  pas  qu'il  soit  utile  en  ce  moment  d'lnsister  sur 
la  nature  ou  le  trfes  grand  intfirSt  des  travaux  de  cc  Comit6. 
Vous  vous  en  rendroz  compto  lorsquo  vous  entendrer  dans  un 
instant  I1  excellent  rapport—  6galement  approuv6  &  I'unanimitd 
—  et  que  vous  prfisentera  Son  Excellence  Wellington  Koo. 

Jc  voudrals  s  implement  vous  Conner  quelques  details  sur 
le  travail  du  Comit6.  Le  C  omit  6  a  tenu  six  stances.  Mais  la 
plus  grande  partie  de  son  travail  a,  6t6  accomplio  par  un 
sous-comit^  qui,  lui,  s'ost  r6uni  dix  fois.  Lc  sous-comit6 
a  eu  en  tout  &  6tudier  trentc-doux  amendemonts  sur  Icsquols 
quatre  ont  6t£  ret  onus  ma  is  ces  quatre  amendements  sont  en 
somme  la  fusion  de  la  plupart  des  autros  propositions  qui 
avaient  6t6  soumises  &  l'6tude  du  Comit6. 

Je  crois  devoir  addresser  mes  romcrciemonts  les  plus  sin- 
c&res  aux  membres  du  Bureau,  au  President,  Son  Excellence 
Alberto  Lloras  Camargo,  Minis  tre  dos  Affaires  Etrangbres  de 
Colomble,  au  Rapporteur,  Son  Excellence  Wellington  Koo,  Am- 
bassadeur  de  Chine  pr&s  de  la  Cour  de  St-  James,  et  au  Secr6- 
taire,  M.  Allan  Daws  on.  Je  monquerals,  je  crois,  &  mon 
devoir  si  je  ne  r6p6tais  pas  ici  les  rcmercioments  qui,  au 
sein  du  Comit6>  ont  6t6  adross6s  de  fa^on  unonime  au  repr6- 
s  ont  ant  des  Etats-Unls  d'Amfirlque,  lo  S6nateur  Vondonberg, 
qui  a  apport6  it  ce  Comit6  toute  son  oxp6rlenco  et  son  atten- 
tion infatigable. 

Je  demanderal  aux  mombros  du  Bureau  de  prendre  place  it 
la  tribune. 
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Puis-je  vous  presenter  maintenant  le  represent ant  de 
notre  plus  ancienne  alli6e,  celle  qui  a  eu  &  supporter  la 
premlfere  le  polds  de  I1  egression  fasciste. 

Docteur  Wellington  Koo  de  la  Chine,  voulez-vous  avoir 
la  bonne  obllgeance  de  nous  lire  votre  rapport?  (Applaudisse- 
ments . ) 

RAPPORTEUR  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  1 ' interprfita- 
tion  en  francais):  Mesdaraes*  Messieurs,  je  voudrais  tout 
d'abord  romcrcler  notre  President  dos  aimables  paroles  qu'il 
a  euos  &  mon  6gard.  A  raon  tour,  je  tiens  &  lui  dire  le 
plaisir  que  j'ai  6prouv6  6,  accomplir  ma  tfiche  sous  la  dlrec- 
tloa  d'un  President  de  Comit6  tel  que  M.  Alborto  Lleras  Camar- 
go,  Ministre  des  Affaires  Etrang&res  de  Colombia 

Mos  remerciements  vont  &  mes  autres  collogues  du  Bureau 
et  &  tous  lea  membres  du  Comit£  qui,  au  cours  de  discussions 
souvent  arduos,  ont  fait  preuve  d'une  patience  infinie  et  de 
grande  comprehension. 

Mol  aussi,  je  dois  ajoutor  des  romer elements  particuliers 
&  lfadrosse  de  M.  lo  36natour  Vandonborg,  dom;  la  sagesse,  la 
patience  inflnle  et  les  n6goclations  adroitos  nous  ont  pormis 
la  redaction  du  rapport  complet  que  je  vais  malntonant  avoir 
1'honneur  do  vobs  liro  et  qui  j'espfere  sera  satisfaisant: 

Le  C omit 6  4  de  la  Commission  III  sous  la  pr6sidence  de 
Son  Excellence  Alberto  Lleras  Camargo,  Minlstro  des  Affaires 
Etrang&res  do  Colombie,  a  tenu  six  s6ance3,  les  4,  9*  15  et 
23  mai,  et  los  8  et  11  juln  1945*  A  la  stance  du  9  mai,  son 
S cms -c omit 6  A  a  6t6  nomm6.  Lo  sous-comit£  a  dopuls  tenu  dix 
stances,  les  10,  11,  14,  15i  16,  21  et  22  mai,  et  les  1,  6 
ot  8  juin  1945. 

A  sa  s6ance  du  15  mai,  le  Comit6  a  d6cid6  que  "l'6tude 
des  formes  rSgionalos  de  coop6ratlon  soclalo  6conomique  et 
intollectuello  ressort  excluslvoment  do  la  competence  du 
Comlt6  II/3  ot  l'6duto  du  Comlt6  HI/4  se  rapporte  soulement 
au  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C.  Toutcfols,  les  r6f6rences  & 
cos  formes  de  coop6ration  dons  le  texte  du  Chapitre  VIII, 
Section  C,  ne  sont  pas  excluos."  En  ce  qui  concorne  les  pro- 
c6dures  de  vote,  11  fut  d6cld6  que  >fen  attendant  la  consulta- 
tion qui  doit  avoir  liou  avec  le  Pr6sldent  du  Comit6  III/l, 
ou  le  renvoi  do  la  question  au  Comltd  de  Coordination,  lo 
Sous-comlt6  sera  libro,  aux  find  d'examon  ou  d1 explication, 
de  so  r6f6rer,  dons  ses  discussions,  aux  proc6dures  de  vote 
du  Cons  oil.  dans  la  mesure  o&  elles  concernent  les  accords 
r6gionaux . 

Le  Comit6  HI/4  soumet  &  1 'approbation  de  la  Commission 
III  les  decisions  suivantes  prises  par  le  Comit£  BUT  dos 
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questions  de  fond  (les  textes  recommand6s  ont  6t6  soumls  au 
Comite  de  Coordination,  conform&nent  &  la  procedure  normale). 

Chapltre  VIII,  Section  A,  paragraphe  £: 

Le  texte  du  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  A,  paragraphe  3*  a 
ete  amend6  comme  suit: 

MLes  parties  &  un  diff^rend  dont  la  prolongation  semble 
devoir  menacer  le  malntlen  de  la  palx  et  de  la  s6curlt6  Inter- 
nationales devralent  sf engager,  av€mt  tout,  &  en  rechorcher 
la  solution  par  la  ndgoclatlon,  la  m6dlatlon,  la  concilia- 
tion, I1 arbitrage  ou  le  r&glement  judlclalre,  le  recours  aux 
organismes  ou  arrangements  r6gionaux,  ou  autres  moyens  pacl  - 
flques  de  lour  cholx.  Le  Consell  de  S6curlt6  devralt  falre 
appel  aux  Parties  pour  qu'elles  rfeglent  leurs  dlff6ronds  par 
do  tels  moyens. 

A  ce  sujet  le  Comit6  a  prls  la  ddoislon  sulvante: 

"Do  ronvoyor  I'amondement  au  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  A, 
paragraphe  3  dos  Propositions  do  Dumbarton  Oaks,  approuv6  par 
le  C omit 6,  au  Comlt6  HI/2  en  recommandant  &  ce  Comit6  d'in- 
s6rer  la  modification  propos6e  dans  le  texte  qu'il  examine.11 

Chapltre  VIII,  Section  (5,  paragraphe  1: 

Lo  texte  du  Chapitro  VIII,  Section  C,  paragraphe  1,  a 
6t6  amond6  comme  suit: 

"Rien  dans  la  Charte  ne  devraljb  s'opposer  &  I1  existence 
d1 arrangement s  ou  df organismes  r6gionaux  pour  traitor  les 
questions  relatives  au  maintien  de  la  palx  et  de  la  s£curit6 
Internationales  qul  peuvent  faire  1'objet  d'une  action  de 
caract&re  regional,  a  condition  que  ces  arrangements  ou  or- 
ganismes et  leurs  activit6s  solent  compatibles  avec  los  buts 
et  los  prlncipes  de  lf Organisation.  Les  Etats  Membros  cone- 
titu^nt/  de  tels  organismos,  ou  parties  &  do  tels  arrange- 
ments, devront  fairo  tous  lours  efforts  pour  aboutir  au 
r&gloment  paclf ique  dos  dlff trends  de  oaractfere  local,  par 
1 f Interm6dlaire  do  ces  organismos  ou  arrangements,  avant  de 
les  soiamettre  au  Consoll  do  36curlt6.  Le  Conseil  de  36cur- 
it6  devralt  enoourager  le  ddveloppoment  du  rbglement  pacif Ique 
des  diff trends  de  caract&re  local  par  1 • intermfidlalre  de  ces 
arrangements  r6glonaux  ou  par  ces  organismes  rdglonaux,  soit 
sur  I1 initiative  des  Etats  int6ress£s,  soit  &  la  suggestion 
du  Conseil  de  S6curit6. 

f'Ce  paragraphe  ne  s1  oppose  en  aucune  manibre  &  lfap- 
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Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C,  paragraphe  £: 

Le  texte  du  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C,  paragraphe  2  a 
6t6  amend6  comme  suit: 

"Le  Conseil  de  S6curit6  devrait,  chaque  fois  qu'il 
convient,  falre  usage  de  ces  arrangements  ou  organlsmes  en 
vue  de  1 'application,  sous  son  autorltfi,  de  mesures  coerci- 
tlves,  raais  aucune  mesure  coercitive  ne  devrait  §tre  appliqu6e 
en  vertu  d1 arrangements  r6glonaux  ou  par  des  organismes  r6- 
gionaux  sans  1'autorisation  du  Conseil  de  S6curit6,  &  I1  ex- 
cept ion  des  mesures  prises  contre  les  Etats  ennemis  au  cours 
de  la  pre'sente  guerre,  conformement  au  Chapit?  e  XII,  para- 
graphe 2  ou  a  des  accords  re'gionaux  s'opposant  au  renouvell^- 
ment  de  la  polltlque  d'agresslon  de  la  part  de  ces  Etats, 
jusqu'4  ce  qu'il  ait  6t6  possible,  &  la  demande  des  Gouverne- 
ments  Int6ress6s,  d'attribuer  &  1 'Organisation  la  respons- 
abilit6  de  pr6venir  toute  agression  future  de  la  part  d'un 
6tat  actuellement  en  guerre  avoc  les  Nations  Unies.n 

Chapitre  VIII,  Section  (3,  paragraphs 3 : 

Le  texte  du  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C,  paragraphe  3> 
pour  Icquel  aucun  amendement  n'a  6t6  presents,  a  6t6  con- 
serv6  tel  qu'il  avait  6t6  r6dig6,  &  savoir: 

"Le  Conseil  de  S6curit6  devrait  en  tout  temps  Stre  tenu 
pleinement  au  courant  des  actlvit6s  entreprlses  ou  envisages 
en  vertu  d' arrangements  regionaux  ou  par  des  organismes  re- 
gionaux, en  vue  de  malntenir  la  paix  et  la  s6curit6  Inter- 
nationales*11 

Nouveau  paragraphe  4  insurer  dans  le  texte  des 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks; 

II  a  6t6  d£cid6  d1 insurer  un  nouveau  paragraphe  dans  le 
texte  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  commo  suit: 

"Rien  dans  la  Charte  ne  s'  oppose  au  droit  naturel  de 
I6gltime  d6fense  individuelle  ou  collective,  si  une  agros- 
sion  arm6e  est  commise  contre  un  Etat*Membre,  jusqu'&  ce  que 
le  Conseil  de  S6curit6  ait  pris  les  mesures  n£cessaires  au 
ma  in  t  ion  de  la  paix  et  de  la  s6curit£  Internationales.  Les 
mesures  prises  dans  1'exerclce  de  ce  droit  de  l6gitime  d6- 
fense  devront  dtro  immddlatement  signal 60s  au  Conseil  de 
S6curit6  et  n'affecteront  en  aucune  fa^on  I!autorit6  et  los 
responsabilitdsincombant  au  Conseil,  en  vortu  de  la  Char  to, 
pour  prendre  en  tout  temps  telles  mesures  qu'il  pourra  juger 
necessaires  au  maintien  ou  au  r6tablissement  de  la  paix  et 
de  la  s6curit6  Internationales  • tf 

A  ce  sujet,  la  decision  suivante  fut  adoptee: 
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"De  renvoyer  pour  d6cision  finale  au  Comlt6  de  Coor- 
dination la  question  de  la  place  que  devrait  occuper  dans 
les  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  le  nouveau  paragraphe 
en  recommandant  toutefois  &  ce  Comitfi  dfen  falre  une  nou- 
velle  Section  D  au  Chapltre  VIII." 

Pendant  la  discussion  qul  a  pr£c£d6  ce  vote,  le  D616- 
gu6  de  1 'Union  sovifitique  r6ltera  I1 opinion  qufil  avait 
d6j&  exprlmfie  lors  de  la  sdance  du  Sous -c omit 6  le  22  mai, 
que  le  paragraphe  adopt6  devrait  8tre  plac6,  comme  11  con- 
vlent,  comme  paragraphe  12,  Section  B,  Chapltre  VIII.  Lo 
President  du  Comit6  d6cida  que  cette  d6claration  serait 
transraisc  au  Comlt6  de  Coordination  pour  y  Stre  exaininfie. 

Le  Comit6  d6slre  attlrer  1 'attention  sur  lo  fait  que 
les  r6f6rences  au  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  A,  paragraphes  1  et 
2  (dans  le  texte  adoptfi  du  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C,  para- 
Krapho  1,  cit6  ci-dossus)  et  au  Chapitre  XII,  paragraphe  2 
(dans  le  toxte  adopt6  du  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C,  para- 
grapho  2,  clt6  ci-dessus)  dolvent  s'appliquer  aux  textes 
originaux  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks.  Au  cas  ofc 
ces  toxtes  soralent  modifi6s  apr&s  exomon  par  los  Com! t 6s 
techniques  ou  ipar  d'autres  comit6s,  11  est  blcn  entendu  que 
lo  Comit6  III A  sera  librc  d1 examiner  &  nouveau  le  Chapitre 
VIII,  Section  C,  paragraphes  1  et/ou  2. 

Le  Comit6  a  done  termln6  les  travaux  qui  lui  avaiont 
6t6  asslgn6s  aux  termes  de  son  mondat  sous  r6serve  du  droit 
de  r6examen  ci-dessus,  ot  c'est  avec  plaisir  quo  votre  Rap- 
porteur signale  que  c'est  &  I'unaniraitd  que  le  Comit6  a  ap- 
prouv6  les  textes. 

M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  on  anglais;  texte  de  1'inter- 
prfitatlon  en  fron^ais):   Jo  vous  remercic  oncore  une  fois, 
monsieur  le  Rapporteur. 

La  discussion  du  rapport  est  ouverto. 

Jo  donne  la  parole  au  premier  orateur  inscrit,  M.  le 
S6nateur  Vandenberg,  repr6sentant  des  Etats-Unis. 

M.  VANDENBERO  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  1'inter- 
prfitatlon  en  f raneais ) :  Monsluur  lo  Pr6sldont,  je  voux 
d'abord  vous  romercior  des  filogos  quo  vous  avez  bien  voulu 
faire  &  mon  6gard. 

Jo  dols  dlro  que  le  succ6s  de  nos  travaux  a  6t6  dfl 
prlnclpaloment  b,  la  sage  pr6sidence  du  Docteur  Alberto 
LI eras  Camargo,  D6l6gue  do  la  Colombie,  ot  aux  conseils 
avis6s  de  notre  Rapporteur,  M.  le  Dr.  Wellington  Koo, 
d6l6gu6  de  la  Chine.  II  a  6t6  dfl  encore  plus,  petit- Stre, 
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&  la  bonne  volont6  at  &  la  patience  dont  ont  fait  preuve  lea 
membres  du  Comit6  aux  prises  avec  un  probl&me  si  difficile. 

Je  crois  qu'il  oonvient  de  souligner  tout  particu- 
li&rement  le  succ&s  obtenu  par  le  Comit6,  pour  des  raisons 
que  j  '  indiquerai  brifcvement  . 

Tout  d'abord*  nous  avons  trouv6  une  bonne  formule 
pratique  pour  faire  des  organisations  r6gionales  des  en- 
grenages  ef  fleeces  de  I1  Organisation  globale  que  nous  cone- 
tituone  ici  dans  Ifint6r§t  de  la  paix  et  de  la  s6curlt6 
mondiales.  Tout  en  restant  pleinement  fiddles  &  la  confr6rie 
Internationale  que  nous  cr6ons,  nous  avons  trouv6  le  moyen 
dfutlli3er,  pour  le  bien  common,  lea  rapports  rfigionaux  qui 
associent,  dans  des  liens  de  bon  voislnage,  les  nations  d6- 
slreuses  do  reohercher  en  commun  et  d'une  man!  fere  plus  in  time 
lo  bien-8tre  et  la  paix  de  leurs  peuples.  A  mon  sons,  nous 
avons  infiniment  ronforc6  I1  Organisation  mondiale  en  onrdlant 
alnsi,  dans  le  cadre  de  sa  surveillance  g6n£rale,  les  res* 
sources  dynamiques  de  ces  affinltfis  r6glonales.  Ainsi  nous  ne 
portons  aucune  atteinte  &  I1  unit  6  globale  pour  la  paix  et  la 
s6curit6  mondiales.  Au  contra  ire,  nous  soudons  ces  anneaux 
essentiels  &  la  chalne  g6n6rale. 

En  second  lieu,  je  dirai  qufun  de  ces  anneaux  essentiels 
est  particuli&rement  cher  aux  coeurs  des  vingt  et  une  r6pub- 
liques  de  cet  hdmisph&re  occidental.  C'est  I'hdritage  pr6- 
cieux  de  cinquanto  ann6es  d'histoire  bienfaisante.  Je  suis 
sQr  que  nul  no  se  m6prendra  sur  le  sens  de  mes  paroles  si  je 
le  cite  corame  exemple.  II  existe  d'autres  "accords  r6- 
gionaux"  parfaitemont  valldes  ct  honorables.  Je  n'en  exclus 
aucun  en  citont  le  panam6ricanisme  comme  symbole.  Je  me 
borne  &  en  parlor  comme  de  I1  accord  r6glonal  le  plus  ancion 
et  le  plus  heureux  du  monde. 

Nous  autres*  dans  les  Am^rlques,  nous  en  sommes  pro- 
fond^ment  fiors.  Nous  sommes  ab  so  lumen  t  certains  qufil  sera 
&  la  hauteur  do  toutes  les  exigences  de  la  cooperation  r6- 
gionale  avoc  lf  Organisation  Internationale  que  nous  allons 
enrichir  ici  de  toutos  les  pribres  de  Ilhumanit6. 

En  nous  exprimont  alnsi,  nous  res  tons  fldbles  &  I'ld6al 
mondial  ot  &  la  supr6matle  des  Nations  Unies  pour  lo  ma  in  tl  en 
do  la  paix  et  de  la  s6curit6.  Nous  lui  sommes  d'autant  plus 
fiddles  que  nous  vous  apportons  les  remparts  de  notre  force 
et  que  nous  los  encastrons  dans  les  fondations  dfun  monde 
meillour. 

En  troisifeme  lieu,  nous  reconnaissons  ici  le  drolt  in- 
h6rent  de  I6gitlme  defense  individuelle  ou  collective 


pprmet  &  tout  Etat  eouV«*nl-n"pflrni  rfdutf  *a\l  t  todt  group* 
rugionM.  quftllfio  A'Et^^e,  de  repousaer  l^ttraun  en 
attendant  qua  I'organisme  principal  agisse. 
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Hous  reconnais*ons  partlculi&rement  que  restent  valldes 
les  pactos  de  protection  mutuelle  ayant  pour  but  d'erapScher 
tout  retour  agresslf  des  puissances  de  I1 Axe  jusqu'au  moment 
on  tous  lea  Etats  Int6ress6s  estlmeront  pouvolr  en  confler 
la  responsabllite  exclusive  &  la  nouvelle  Organisation. 

En  dfautres  termes,  nous  renforeons  notre  Intention 
essentlelle  en  mettant  &  son  service  tous  les  moyens  dont 
nous  dlsposons.  Cette  Intention  essentlelle  est  dfemp@ohor 
a  tout  jamals  lfAxe  de  ressusclter. 

En  quatri&me  lieu,  encore  une  pens 60,  Monsler  le  Pr6 si- 
dent,  et  J'al  fini. 

II  y  a  trois  ou  quatre  semaines,  cotte  Conference  a 
t ravers 6  une  pdriode  de  grande  d6tresse  parce  qu'il  semblait 
Impossible  de  trouver  la  formula  qul  permettrait  de  r6soudre 
ce  problbme  et  de  fournlr  cette  liaison.  La  crlse  6tait  con- 
sld6reecomme  d6sesp6r6c.  D'aucuns  pensalent  que  la  Conf6.  - 
ronce  etait  arriv6o  dans  une  Impasse  dont  elle  ne  pouvalt 
sortlr.  On  dlsait  que  nous  courrions  &  un  6chec. 

Je  do is  avouer  que  le  Clel  6tait  sombre  ot  la  mer 
aglt6e.  Dependant,  tout  cet  oiB'ge  et  toute  cette  inquietude 
sent  maintenant  chose s  du  pass6.  Lf Imponderable  a  6t6  r6solu 
entiferoment,  et  nous  avons  icl  un  rapport  unanlme.  J'estime, 
monsieur  le  Pr6sident,  que  ceci  dfimontre  comment  des  hommes 
et  des  femmes  de  bonne  volont6  peuvont  concllier  leurs  diver- 
gences de  vue  lorsque  les  coours,  les  tStes  et  les  mains  se 
consacrent  &  la  cause  communo. 

Je  me  permets  d'exprlmer  lfespoir  qu'avec  I1 aide  de  la 
Providence  11  y  ait  lit  un  indice,  une  gar ant io  et  un  pr6sage 
lalssant  entrovolr  la  posslbllltd  pour  clnquante  grandes 
nations  i  unies  par  le  sang  de  leurs  flls  soldats  et  marina 
de  trouver,  en  d6pit  de  tous  les  obstacles  dans  notre  monde  si 
las,  la  volo  de  la  palx  par  la  justice. 

M.  LE  PRESIDENT  ( par 1 ant  en  anglais;  texte  de  lf inter- 
pretation en  franeais):  Le  prochaln  orateur  est  lo  d6l£?ue 
du  M&cique,  I'Ambassadour  Castillo  Ndjera. 

N.  CASTILLO  NAJERA  (par Ian t  en  espagnol;  texte  de  I1 in- 
terpretation en  francals):  Monsieur  le  President,  dans  le 
travail  de  la  trolsl&me  Commission,  la  contribution  du  quatrl- 
tane'Comite  sur  les  "Arrangements  r6gionaux  a  une  significa- 
tion trfes  sp6clale.  A in si  qu'll  a  d£j&  6t6  indiqu6,  des  dif- 
flcult6s  d'une  telle  nature  so  sont  pr6sent6os  au  cours  de 
notre  travail  que,  pendant  bien  des  journ6es  anxious es,  le 
quco&a  mdme  du  Comit6  et  peut-8tre  oelul  de  la  Conference 
aemblaiont  dtre  en  danger.  Heurousoment,  gr&ce  &  do  la 
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patience  et  &  de  1 'habiletS,  erfice  au  d6sir  de  r6ussir  et  a 
une  rencontre  des  esprits,  nous  sommes  arrives  &  des  r6- 
sultats  harmonieux  qui  concillent  les  diff6rences  pour  le 
bienfalt  de  la  cause  commune. 

Dans  le  chapitre  auquel  je  fais  allusion,  la  premifere 
consideration  des  d£l6gations  des  nations  am6rlcaines  a  6t6 
la  sauvegarde  de  lour  plus  grand  succ&s,  "do  la  fleur  la  plus 
pr6ciouse  de  cooperation  pour  la  s6curlt6  par  des  moyens 
pacifiques",  pour  employer  I1 expression  heureuse  dont  sfost 
servi  M.  le  S6natour  Vandenborg,  1'un  des  champions  les  plus 
illustres  des  brillants  progrfes  do  ce  Comit6.   II  a  6t6  d6- 
cid6  de  ne  pas  d6finir*  de  facon  &  ne  pas  le  limiter*  le 
torme  "Arrangements  r6glonaux  ,  inais  le  systfeme  Inter- 
am6ricain  a  et6  ndanmoins  6tudi6  en  detail.   Je  doute  fort 
qu'uno  d6finition  g6n6rale  quelconque  pulsse  arriver  & 
rondre  le  sens  do  panam6ricanisme  dont  les  caract6ristiques 
essentlolles  sont  uniques  dans  1'ordre  mondial. 

L'idtfal  panam6rlcaln  ost  n6  do  la  conscience  collective 
et,  on  mome  temps*  des  aspirations  d'ind6pandance.  Ce  no  fut 
pas  seulement  dans  la  luminous o  inspiration  do  "Liber tad or 
que  I'ing&iiouso  conception  d'uno  collaboration  continentalo 
a  brill&;  des  affirmations  do  Of Biggins,  de  Cecilio  Vallo, 
de  San  Martin  ot  d'autrcs  parmi  ceux  qui  ont  fond6  nos  pays, 
les  esprits  Zt  large  vue  ont  pu  annoncer  le  futur  glorloux 
du  Nouvoau  Monde  et  ont  6t6  cit6s  pour  apporter  lc\ir  soutien 
aux  d6sirs  v6h6monts  du  pojiam6ricanlsmo.   C'est  Monteagudo 
qui,  d'une  fa^on  pr6ciso,  a  proph6tis6  que  "los  nations  do 
l'Am6riaue  seront  ind6pdndantes  et  constitueront  une  seule 
famille  .  Cette  proph6tie  a  6t6  realis6e  cent  trente-six  ans 
aprbs  avoir  6t6  formulae  par  I'homme  d'Etat  ct  le  phllosophe 
de  1 'Argentine . 

Le  systfeme  qui  nous  gouvorne  aujourd'hul  n'ost  pas  un 
accident  6ph6nbre  dQ  &  de  simples  circonstanceo;  11  ost 
Iflmp6ratif  irr6vocable  do  notre  communaut6  dfid6als  et 
dfint6r8ts.  Cos  id6als  ct  ces  int6r@ts  nous  imposent  lfac- 
complissement  d'une  mission  hlstorique  Identique.  Nous  avonB 
conaolidfe  le  ponan6ricanisme  cominc  le  r6sultat  de  gronde  ef- 
forts faits  en  comniun  de  manibre  2t  fondor  une  eonfiance  et 
une  compr6hension  mutuelles.  Nous  avons  coiapris  que  les  lois 
nondiales,  auxquelles  on  no  pout  fichapper,  do  I'interd6- 
pendance^  nous  rapprochent  de  tello  falcon  qu'essayer  do 
sortir  du  r8lc  alnsi  trac6  nous  condamnait  nous-memes  h  la 
decadence  ot  it  la  rulne,  Jt  un  moment  ofc  la  destin6e  nous 
appello  h  la  plenitude  de  notre  vie  Internationale  et  oii 
olio  ost  lourde  do  bienf aits  pour  nos  pouples . 

La  politlquo  de  bon  voislnage  inaugur6o  par  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt  inorque  une  bre  do  progrbs  du  pananfirlconiscie ,  dont 
lo  r6sultat  le  plus  r6cent  et  le  plus  illustjre  est  1'Acte  do 
Chapultopoc  qui  a  6t6  mentlonn6  blen  souvent  au  cours  de  nos 

reunions . 
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Mala  cet  Acte  n'est  pas  le  summum  de  la  perfection,  11 
est  s Implement l*6tape  la  plus  avanc6e  8t  ce  jour.  II  nfest 
pas  le  but.  D6j&  on  nous  annonce  une  convention  inter- 
am£ricaine  qul  va  8tre  r6alis6e  et  qui,  pour  citer  encore  le 
S6nateur  Vandenberg,  nous  donnera  cette  fois  "un  trait6  qui 
sera  &  l*6preuve  de  tout"  dans  le  sein  de  I1 Organ! sat ion  In- 
ternationale . 

Les  Etats  de  l'Am6rique  represent 6s  &  la  Conference  de 
San  Francisco  sont  animus  du  plus  fervent  d6sir  et  do  lf in- 
tention la  plus  ferme  de  coop6rer  avec  tous  les  Stats  du 
monde  &  1 !6tablissemont,  au  malntien,  au  prestige  et  &  1'ef- 
flcacltd  des  Nations  Unles.  Mais  avec  une  6gale  dfitermlna- 
tion,  ils  sont  r6solus  &  conserver  et  &  perfectionner,  en 
accord  avoc  les  circonstances  changeantes,  ot  avec  los  pro- 
grfes  de.la  civilisation,  le  syst&me  interam6rlcain  d'unit6 
et  de  solidarity  comme  une  contribution  &  la  concorde,  & 
1'harmonie  du  mondo  et  au  r&gne  de  la  fraternltfe  humalne  que 
nous  d6s irons  tous. 

M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  do  I'intor- 
pr6tation  en  francais):  Merci,  Ambassadeur  Castillo  Ndjera. 
Le  prochaln  orateur  est  le  d£l£gu6  et  Nlnlstre  des  Affaires 
Etrangferes  de  V6n6zuola,  M.  Parra  Pdrez. 

M.  PARRA  PfiREZ:  Monsieur  le  Pr6siuent,  je  tiens  tout 
d'abord  2t  m'associer  de  tout  coeur  aux  6loges  bien  m6rit6s 
qui,  de  cette  tribune,  ont  6t6  addresses  au  bureau  du  Comit6 
dont  nous  avons  ce  soir  JL  appr6cier  le  travail.  Je  tiens  de 
mon  c8t6  &  fdliclter  partlculiferement  mes  amis,  S.E.M.  Al- 
berto Lleras  Camargo  et  Wellington  Koo,  ainsi  que  le  S6na- 
texir  Vandenberg,  de  la  contribution  si  pr6cieuse  et  si  d6- 
cisive  qu'ils  ont  apport6e  au  travail  do  ce  Comitfe. 

Je  voudrals  renouveler  I'entifere  adh6sion  de  la  d6l6- 
gat^on  de  mon  pays  aux  formulas  de  la  Charte  concernant  les 
entontos  r^glonalos  et  lour  coordination  avec  I1 Organisation 
Internationale  g6n£rale. 

Nous  avons  cherch6,  par  dc  labor louses  ndgoclatlons  & 
satisfaire  deux  n6cesslt6s  f ondaincntales ,  c'est-S.-dire  i 
preserver  d'un  c8t6  le  fonctlonnoment  des  syst femes  r6glonaux 
et  b.  malntenlr  d'autre  part  I'autorltfi  supreme  de  I1 organ!* 
BatLon  mondlale.  II  devait  Stre  possible,  et  11  lfa  6te,  dc 
cone 11 lor  ot  harmonlser  1'une  avec  1'autre. 

La  d616gation  vSn6zu61ionne  a  Joint  sos  efforts  &  ceux 
dos  autres  delegations,  tout  specialeraent  pour  encadrer  dans 
la  Charte  le  systfeme  interamdricaln,  car  11*7  allait  de  la 
sauvogordo  de  toute  une  tradition  chfere  it  notre  continent 
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et  d'un  organlsme  vivant  et  aglaaant  dont  le  dernier  devel- 
oppement  realia6  &  la  r6cente  Conf 6rence  de  Mexico  a  montr6 
dvune  faeon  concluante  l!6nergle  et  le  dynamiame. 

Jfal  dfijft,  dlt  allleura,  et  je  ne  penae  point  qu'il  soit 
inutile  de  le  rappeler  ici,  que  nous  n'avona  rien  fait  & 
Mexico  sans  tenlr  compte  du  besoln  d'lntggrer  notre  sy at feme 
regional  dans  le  vaste  cadre  de  1 f organisation  du  monde. 
Pour  ma  part,  je  dola  dire  que  je  ne  peux  paa  concevolr  ledit 
ayat&me  comrne  quelque  choae  dfisol6,  mala  que  je  le  voia  plu- 
t8t  comma  1'un  dea  rouages,  -  et  un  rouago  os sent lei  -  ,  du 
m6canlsme  g6n6ral  deatin6  &  6tabllr  et  def endre  la  paix 
unlveraelle*  Noua  ne  viaona  paa  aeulement  au  malntien  dea 
bonnea  relations  entre  lea  r£publlquea  am6rlcaines.  Noua 
sommes  conva Incus  que  lea  accords  Interatn6ricains  peuvent 
contribuer  &  1'avenlr  comme  lls  lfont  fait  par  le  pass6,  au 
d6veloppement  dea  liens  dvamiti6  avec  lea  paya  dea  autrea 
contlnenta  et  de  oe  fait,  &  la  palx  et  &  la  a£curlt£  mon- 
dialea . 

II  eat  de  lflnt6rSt  de  toua  que  lea  confllta  qui  peuvent 
surgir  soient  r6solus  au  plus  vite  d'une  fa^on  satisfalaante, 
et  personne  ne  doute  quo  les  ayst&mea  r^gionaux  aont  tout 
indlqu6s  pour  y  parvenir.  Je  suis  certain  que  lf experience 
consaorera  une  harmonic  complbto  dans  le  f onctionnemont  coor- 
donn6  do  I1 Organisation  mondial e  et  des  systbmea  r6gionaux, 
et  tout  particulibrement  de  1 !lnteram6ricaln.  En  tant 
qu'Etat  faiaant  partlo  de  celui-ci,  auaal  bien  qu'en  qualit6 
de  membre  de  la  communaut6  doa  Nations  Unios,  le  V6n6zuela 
so  d6vouera  dans  toute  la  me sure  do  sos  forces  au  succ6s  de 
I'Organlaation  dont  noua  jetona  ici  lea  bases. 

M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  1 'inter- 
pr 6 tat Ion  en  franeais):  La  parole  est  &  M.  Mahmoud  Hassan 
Pacha . 

HASSAN  PACHA:  Monsieur  le  President,  la  D6l6§ation 
6gyptlenno  voudrait  apportor  un  hommage  bien  m6rlte  aux  ef- 
forts d6ploy6s  par  ce  Comit6  aoua  lf habile  direction  de  son 
Pr6aldont  ot  du  Rapporteur.  Copendant,  elle  d6aire  pr6ciaer 
son  attitude  h  l'6gard  doa  textea  soumis  aujourd'hui  par  la 
Comit6 . 

La  D6l6gatlon  6gyptionno  a  tou jours  ostlm6  qu'une 
dtroitb  collaboration  dea  Btata  dans  le  cadre  r6gional 
devalt  permottre  d' aider  efficacement  1 ' organiaation  nou- 
velle  dans  sa  double  tftoho  de  malntenlr  la  palx  et  la 
a6curit6  Internationales  et  df assurer  lo  ddvoloppement  du 
progrds  6conomlque^  intelleotuel  ot  sqclal.  Lea  brlllants 
roaultata  obtonua  dana  oe  domaino  par  lf Union  ponam6rlcalne, 
la  cooperation  dtrolte  et  la  fraternitd,  qui  ont  caract6ria< 
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lea  relations  des  Etats  arabes  avant  m§me  que  ne  soit  slgne 
au  Calre  le  Pacte  Instituant  1 'Union  arabe,  les  pro jets 
d1 entente  europ6enne  lul  paralssalent  autant  de  facteurs  qul 
mllltalont  en  favour  de  I1 Insertion  formelle,  dans  le  cadre 
de  la  Charte,  du  prlnclpe  de  la  cooperation  r6glonale. 

La  Delegation  egyptienne  avalt  6t6  heureuse,  dans  ces 
conditions j  de  constater  que  le  projet  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  com* 
portalt  une  r6f6rence  expresse  aux  ententes  r6gionales  et  & 
leur  harmonle  avoc  I1 Organisation  nouvelle  pour  la  r^alisa- 
tlon  de  buts  qul  sont  Identiques.  Aussl,  dans  les  pro jets 
d'axnendements  qu'ello  a  soumls  &  la  Conference*  la  Delegation 
6gyptlenno  avalt  Ins 1st 6  sur  le  caract6re  6conomique,  social 
et  Intellectuel  do  la  collaboration  rfiglonale  et  sur  le  rbgle- 
ment  par  les  organlsmos  r6glonaux  des  diff6rends  locaux.  II 
lul  apparalssait,  on  offet,  que  les  ententes  r6gionales  pour- 
ralent  attolndre  dans  ces  domalncs  dos  rdsultats  non  moins 
heureux  que  coux  quo  I1  on  peut  attendre  dans  1'ordre  du  main- 
tien  de  la  palx  et  de  la  s6curlt6  Internationales,  qul  ontre 
dans  los  attributions  essentiellos  du  Consell  de  S6curlte. 

A  ce  dernier  point  de  vue,  la  d6l6gation  dgyptienne* 
apr&s  avoir  prls  connalssance  do  certains  amondements  pr6- 
sentds  au  projet  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  avait  demand^  avec  in- 
slstance  quo  touto  r£f6renco  aux  alliances  milltaires  et  aux 
pactcs  d 'assistance  mutuolle  solt  dlsjointe  dos  sections 
relatives  aux  ententes  r6gionales. 

En  offet,  la  d6ldgatlon  6gyptlenne  comprond  parfalte- 
ment  le  soucl  dos  Etats  qui,  ayant  6t6  parml  les  premlbres 
victlmes  de  I'agression  dc  I1 Axe,  d6slrent  aujourd'hui  main- 
ton!  r  ontifiro  l!6conomlo  des  alliances  milltalres  qu'lls  ont 
r6cemment  concluos. 

Mais  la  d6l6gation  6gyptienne  ostlme  que  ces  alliances, 
qul  dlff bront  par  lour  nature  m8me  et  par  leur  caractbre 
provlsoirc  des  ententes  r6gionales  proprement  dites,  devraient 
fairo  I1 ob jot  d'tm  chapltro  distinct  de  la  Charto. 

La  r6fdrence  aux  mesuros  pr6vues  au  Chapitre  XII  et  & 
la  pr6ventlon*  par  des  alliances  mllitairos,  de  toute  nou- 
volle  tentative  d'agrossion  de  la  part. des  Etats  ennemis 
devait,  on  tout  cas,  trouvor  sa  place  non  pas  au  Chapitre 
des  ententes  r6glonalGfe  mals  bien  &  celui  des  dispositions 
transitoires,  puisqu'll  s'agit  de  mesures  dont  le  caractbre 
provlaioiro  n'ost  pas  contost6. 

Pour  mottre,  d'ailleurs,  fin  &  touto  confusion*  la 
d6l6gation  6gyptlenno  avalt  propose  und  definition  des  en* 
tentes  r6gionaleB,  definition  qul  mettait  en  vue  et  leur 
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caractfere  permanent  et,  conform&nent  fit  la  terminologie  em- 
ploy6e  dans  le  .pro jet  do  Dumbarton  Oaks  qui  n'a  pas  6t,6 
modifi6e  par  votre  Comit6,  la  condition  du  volsinage  1m- 
m6dlat  des  Etats-Membres  do  cos  ententes. 

La  d6l6gation  6gyptienne  regrette  de  cons tat or  que  les 
textes  adoptes  apr&s  de  longues  n6goclations,  Intervenues 
en  dehors  des  travaux  du  Comit6,  comport on t  une  confusion 
inopportune . 

Les  textos  prop 03 6s  no  contlennent  notamment  aucune 
Tit 6ronce  oxpresso  a  la  collaboration  rdgionale  dans  les 
domaineo  6conomiques,  intollectuels  ot  sociaux. 

Dons  cos  conditions i  la  d£l6gation  6gyptienne  d6siru 
faire,  &  cet  6gard,  toutes  sea  reserves.  (Applaudissements. ) 

M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  I'lnter- 
prStation  en  francais):  Je  remorcie  1 'Honorable  d6l6gu6 
do  1 ' Egypt e. 

Je  donne  mainteant  la  parole  b,  M.  Paul-Boncour,  Pr6si- 
dent  de  la  d6l6gation  fran^aise  (Applaudissements). 

M.  PAUL-BONCOUR:  Monsieur  le  President,  Mesdames,  Mes- 
sieurs et  chors  collfegues:  Je  tlens  &  apporter,  au  nom  de 
la  d6l6gation  francaise,  son  adhesion  publique  et  recon- 
naissante  au  texte  actuellement  soumis  &  vos  d6lib6rations. 

Jo  romercie  M.  LI era 3  Camargo,  President  du  C omit 6,  ct 
mon  vieux  compagnon  de  Gentve,  M.  Wellington  Koo,  Rapporteur, 
du  concours  qu'ils  y  ont  pr8t6. 

Ma  gratitude  va  &  toutes  los  nations  dc  llAm6rique  qul 
ont  voulu  cet  amondoment  pour  sauvegardor  cette  union  fdcondo 
panam6rlcaine  qui,  dopuis  des  ann6os,  a  r6ussi  &  ompecher  ou 
a  6vitcr  la  guerre  sur  votre  continont. 

Et  ma  gratitude  particulifere  va  &  M.  le  S6natour  Vandcn- 
berg  6t  &  la  d6l6gation  des  Etats-Unis  qui  ont  donn6  toue  leure 
so in s  &  r6diger  et  &  faire  adopter  le  texto  qul  vous  o  , 
pr6sent6* 

Ce  texto  distingue  express6mont  la  pr6vontion  de  1'a- 
greJBion  ot  la  r6pression  de  I'agression. 

Pour  la  prevention  de  I'agresslon,  il  confie  au  soul 
Cons  oil  le  soin  dfy  poxirvoirk,  de  prendre  les  raosures  n6ces- 
saires  ot  rend  obligatoire  I'autoris&tlon  du  Conscil  pour 
les  mesuros  que  pourraient  prendre  les  Etats  int6ross6s, 
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exception  falte  de  1  'application  des  tralt6s  conclus  pour 
prfivenir  le  retour  d'agression  des  6tats  ennemls  dans  cette 
guerre,  jusqu'au  jour  ofc  les  slgnatalres  estlmeront  que  le 
Consell  est  capable  de  rempllr  cette  tfiche. 

Mais,  pour  la  r6pression  dc  1'agression,  forme  de  la 
l^gltime  defense  indivlduelle  ou  collective,  le  texte  in- 
dlque  le  droit  pour  les  signatalres  d1  ententes  r6gionales 
ou  do  trait6s  df  assistance  mutuelle  d'agir  tout  de  suite 
sans  attondre  Ifex6cution  des  mesures  prises  par  lo  Con- 
sell  de  S6curlt6,  &  charge,  bion  ontendu,  do  lui  rendre 
compte  dcs  mesurus  quf  ©ux-m§mes  auront  dfl  employer. 

Messieurs,  lalssez-moi  vous  dire  quo  cet  amendement 
a  6t6  un  soulagement  pour  la  d6l6gation  francaise  ct, 
dorrlfcr©  elle,  pour  toute  la  Prance,  et  c'est  pour  cola  que* 
j'exprimais  tout  h  1  'hour  e  ma  gratitude  JL  coux  qui  nous 
1  '  ont  value  . 

C'est  quo,  voyez-vous,  jfappartiens  h  un  pays  qui  a 
6t6  envahl  trois  fois  en  moins  d'un  sibclc,  quo  la  derniere 
guerre  a  laisse,  comme  tant  d'autres  pay3  envahls  d1  Europe, 
ravag6,  meurtri,  d6truit,  et  dont  la  d6tresse  monte  vcis  les 
nations  que  n'a  point  touchdes  la  guerre  pour  les  prior  de 
ne  pas  so  lasser  de  lui  continuer  leur  concours. 

Ce  pays  a  une  confiance  entlfero,  sans  r6serve,  dons  la 
s6curit6  collective,  dans  le  Consell  do  S6curit6,  dans  la 
Charte  que  nous  sommes  en  train  d!<5difier.   Et  lo  rapport 
que  je  vous  al  soumis  hier  et  quo  vous  avez  bien  voulu  ac- 
cepter &  Ifunanimlt6,  ce  dont  je  vous  reste  profond6ment 
roconnaissant,  tdmolgne  de  la  foi  qui  m'anlme  pcrsonncllo- 
mont  on  cette  s6curlt6  collective,  en  ses  moycns,  en  son 
efficacite.  Mais  on  ne  petit  pas  faire,  quelles  que  solent 
les  pr6cautlons  minutiousos  que  nous  avons  prises  dans  les 
divers  comit6s  pour  que  1  'action  du  Conseil  soit  rapide  ot 
cfflcace,  on  110  pout  pas  fairo  que  dcs  lenteurs  in6vitablcs 
no  r6sultont  de  la  n6cessit6  de  sos  reunions,  de  ses  d6- 
liberations,  du  transport  de  pays  souvent  lolntains  du 
mat6riol  ©t  dos  offcctifs  destln6s  &  ceux  qui  sont  attaqu6a  . 
Et  ceci,  joint  &  la  rapldlttf  foudroyantc  dont  est  capable 
I'agrossion  dans  une  guerre  moderne  et  bien  plus  encore 
dans  uno  guerre  future,  s'il  dovait  par  malheur  y  on  avoir 
une,  peut  mettrc  un  pays  en  p6ril  dc  mort. 


Nous  n'oublions  pas  qu'en  191^*  si  la  vaillonto  ami6e 
anglais©  n'^talt  pas  arrlvtfe  &  temps,  notre  aile  gauche 
6talt  tourn6e  it  Charleroi  ct  la  guerre  flnio  le  24  aoGt. 

Nous  n'oublions  pas  le  ddferlemont  des  chars  allomandJ 
&  travors  la  Franco  sit8t  forc6es  les  llanos  do  Bolgiquo 
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et  de  la  Meuse,  et  les  foules  6perdues  fuyant  vine  capitals 
envahie,  et  tout  ce  d£sordre  abominable  qul  reste*  pour 
ceux  qui  1'ont  vu,  une  image  indelible. 

C'est  pour  cela,  voyeB-vous,  que  nous  avons  cherchd 
et  que  nous  chercherons  dans  des  paotes  d 'assistance 
mutuelle,  dans  des  ententes  r6gionales  d'ailleurs  pleinement 
conformes  -  pleinement  conformes *  entendez-le  bien  -  aux 
principles  qul  rfigissent  la  Charte»  le  moyen  d'agir  au 
jour,  a  1'heure,  a  la  minute  oft  se  produit  lfagression 
brutale  que  la  rapldit6  des  moyens  techniques  peut  rendre 
redoutable . 

Certesi  nous  savons  bien  que  la  force  des  Nations  Unles 
doit  1'emporter  finalement.  Coci  doit  nous  rempllr  tous 
d'une  grande  conf lance  que  1 'addition  du  mat6tiel  et  des 
effectifs  qufelles  peuvent  mottre  en  ligne  battera  &  coup 
sflr  1'agresseur  isol6  qul  se  s or alt  risqu6  &  provoquor  la 
guerre.  Mais  en  attendant,  nous  ne  voulons  plus,  voyez- 
vous,  laisser  des  lambeaux  de  territolre  aux  mains  d'un 
envahisseur  dont  1'attaque  brutale  serait  arrivSe  &  para- 
lyger  momentan^ment  nos  moyens  do  defense. 

Nous  voulons  chercher,  dans  ces  ententes  r£gionales 
que  1'amendement  nous  ouvre,  pourvu  qu'elles  solont  conformes 
aux  principes  de  la  Charte,  dans  des  traltds  df assistance 
mutuelle  qui  doivent  6galeraent  y  etro  conformos,  lo  moyon 
d'aglr  tout  de  suite  seme  attondrc  I1 execution  des  mosures 
prises  par  le  Conseil  de  36curit6  pour  nous  garder  de  1'aven- 
ture  qui,  par  trois  fois  en  molns  d'un  sifecle,  nous  a  fait 
saigner . 

C'est  pour  cela  oue  je  remercie  le  quatrlfeme  C omit 6 
de  nous  en  avoir  donne  les  moyens  et  j'esp&re  que  la  trois i- 
bme  Commission  voudra  bien  approuver  les  conclusions  et 
nous  les  garder. 

(Vif s  applaud! ssomonts . ) 

M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  on  anglais;  texte  do  1 'inter- 
pr6tatlon  on  fran^aisi:  Jo  remercie  tout  d'abord  N.  Paul- 
Bone  our  et  J'annonce  a  la  Commission  qu'aucun  autre  orateur 
ne  s'est  inscrit  pour  prendre  la  parole. 

31  personne  ne  demande  la  parole,  je  vais  vous  pro- 
poser a1 adopter  le  rapport. 

N.  VANDENBKRO  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  1 'inter- 
pr6tatlon  en  froneais):  Je  propose  I1 adoption  formelle 
du  rapport. 
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N.  PAUL-BONCOUR:  J'appule  la  proposition  da  M. 
Vandenberg. 

M.  KERNO  (par  Ian  t  en  anglais;  texte  de  1  'inter- 
pr6tatlon  en  franeais):  J'appuie  la  motion  de  M.  Vanden- 


M. LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  lf  inter* 
pr6tation  en  franeais):  Qua  ceux-qui  sont  d'avis  d1  adopter 
le  rapport  du  quatri&me  C  omit  6  de  la  troisl&me  Commission 
veuillent  bien  lever  la  main. 

Y-a-t-il  des  voix  contraires? 

La  motion  est  adopt6e  M1  unanimit  6. 

Monsieur  le  Secr6taire  a  la  parole. 

M.  LE  SECRETAIRE  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  1'in- 
terpr6tation  en  franeais):  Si  lf  adoption  du  rapport  du 
quatribme  comit6  met  sans  doute  un  point  final  aux  tra- 
va\ix  de  ce  Comit6,  11  se  pourrait  que  certains  textes  re- 
viennent  du  Comit£  de  Coordination  et  dans  ce  cas-l&*  MM. 
les  membres  du  Comit6  seront  avert  is  en  temps  et  lieu  pour 
qu'une  nouvelle  s6ance  ait  lieu. 

Nous  n'avons  pas  encore  pu  prendre  nos  dispositions 
pour  les  deux  sdances  qu'il  nous  reste  &  tenir  pour  les 
rapports  des  Comit£s  1  et  2  de  la  troisi&me  Commission. 
Nous  croyons  pouvoir  convoquer  une  reunion  du  Comit6  2 
pour  lundl  prochain. 

M.  LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  on  anglais;  texte  de  1'  inter* 
pretation  en  franeais):  Coci  termine  lfordre  du  jour. 

La  stance  est  Iev6e. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  _        ___e  /™«^.TT««^ 

,  ,    ^          •'.        .  Doc.    1078   (ENGLISH) 

on  International  Organization  in/6  (1) 

June  18, 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 


CORRIGENDUM  TO  VERBATIM  MINUTES  OP  SECOND  MEETING  OP 

c  oHMi  s  si  oJTTlTrrrg^  IT, 


Doc.  972  (English),  III/6 

For  the  third  paragraph  on  page  7  (address  of  the 
Delegate  of  Mexico,  Ambassador  Castillo  Ntfjera),  In 
which  the  punctuation  is  lncorr"2o-D,  consequently  alter- 
ing the  meaning,  substitute  the  following: 

In  the  Chapter  to  which  I  am  referring  the  first 
consideration  of  the  delegations  of  the  American  Nations 
was  to  safeguard  their  greatest  achievement  —  the  most 
precious  flower  of  cooperation  for  security  through 
peaceful  means  --  in  the  happy  expression  of  Senator 
Van  den  berg,  one  of  the  most  illustrious  champions  in 
the  brilliant  progress  of  the  Committee* 

It  was  decided  not  to  define,  so  as  not  to  limit, 
the  term  Regional  Arrangements  but  the  Inter-American 
System  was  referred  to  in  detail.  I  doubt  that  any  gen- 
eral definition  would  exactly'  cover  Pan  Americanism, 
whose  essential  characteristics  aro  unique  in  the  world 
order  . 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  iii^ct)  (ENGL1£U: 

on  International  Organization  Jul)e  25, 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


CORRIGENDUM  T£  VERBATIM  MINUTES  OP 

SECOND  MEETING  OF  COMMISSION  III, 

JUNE  14,  22i£,  DOC,  972  (ENGLISH),  III/6 


Page  2,  paragraph  2,  in  the  first  sentence  of  the 
statement  by  the  Rapporteur,  delete  the  period  after  the 
words  "...kind  reference  to  me"  and  add  the  following  words: 
11  and  to  my  country11. 

Page  2,  paragraph  2,  after  the  final  sentence,  onding 
"...and,  I  hope,  satisfactory  report",  add  a  new  sentence: 
"I  feel  also  indebted  to  Mr.  Allen  Dawson,  our  Secret 2J?y, 
and  to  his  staff  for  their  *,ble  assistance  vhich  was  of 
great  help  to  the  Committee." 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  Doo.  1198  (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  June  26    1946 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


CORRIGENDUM  £U  PROOES  ^VERBAL  DE  LA 
D5UXIEMS  SEANCE  DE  LA  COMMISSION  III. 
LE  14  JUIN  1946,  POO,  972  (FRENCH).  HI/6 


Page  2,  paragraphe  3,  a  la  premiere  phrase  de  la  d£cla~ 
ration  dus Rapporteur,  eupprlmer  le  point  insfcr6  apree  lee% 
moto  "..*a  mun  £gard"  et  ajouter  lea  mote  sulvants:   flet  a 
l(4gard  de  mon  pays," 

Page  8,  paragraphe  5,  remplaoer  par  un  point  lee  deux 
points  qul  eont  inslrde  a  la  fin  de  oe  paragrnphe,  et  ajouter 
la  phrase  sulvants:   rtJe  sens  £galement  la  dette  de  recon- 
naissance que  nouG  avons  contraot£e  envers  notre  Secretaire 9 
M.  Allen  Davson.  et  envers  son  personnel,  pour  leur  aide 
effioaoe,  si  precieuee  pour  notre 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  ??i/71066  (EKO"PR') 

June  18,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  CoimcU 

AQENDA  FOR 'THE  THIRD  MEETING  OF  COMMISSION  III 
Opera  House.,  June  18_,  1945.  3tgQ  p.m. 

(1)  Consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Rapporteur  of 
Committee  HI/2. 


ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  TROI3IEKE  SEANCE  DE  LA  COMl^ISSION  III 
Theatre  £e  1' Opera.  l£  lg  .1uin  1945.  &  15  H.  20 

(1)  Examen  du  rapport  du  Rapporteur  du  Coralte  HI/2 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  iS/81088  (ENOLISH) 

on  International  Organization  June  19  >  1945 

COMMISSION   III  Security  Council 


VERBATIM  MINUTES  OF  THE  THIRD  MEETING  OF 

COMMISSION  III 
Opera  House,  June  18,  Ig45*  3:30  P*nu 


PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Morgenstierne,  Norway):  Fellow  Delegates, 
the  third  session  of  the  third  Commission  has  been  duly  opened. 

I  want,  first  of  all,  to  introduce  to  you  my  colleagues  on 
Commission  III:  the  Rapporteur,  His  Excellency  Celso  R.  Veldz- 
que£,  Ambassador  of  Paraguay;  the  Assistant  Secretary  General, 
Ambassador  Jull&n  R.  CAceres  of  Honduras,  and  the  Executive 
Officer,  Mr.  Grayson  Kirk. 

This  is  the  Commission  which  deals  with  the  all  Important 
Security  Council*  We  have  endeavored  to  organize  and  empower 
this  Council  in  such  a  way  that  It  can  act  swiftly  and  force- 
fully to  prevent,  and  If  necessary,  to  put  out  another  world 
conflagration.  It  is,  perhaps,  unnecessary  for  me  to  mention 
this  to  the  members  of  the  Commission.  I  have  taken  the 
liberty  to  say  it  to  our  friends  and  guests  who  are  present 
here,  the  representatives  of  that  world-wide  public  opinion, 
who  we  know  are  following  the  deliberation  of  this  Conference 
with  the  deepest  interest  and  hopes. 

At  the  previous  two  meetings  of  Commission  III  we  have 
discussed,  and  unanimously  approved,  the  reports  of  Committees 
3  and  4,  dealing  respectively  with  Enforcement  Arrangements  and 
Regional  Arrangements.  Today  there  is  before  our  Commission  the 
report  of  Committee  2  dealing  with  Peaceful  Settlement .  This, 
I  need  hardly  say,  is  a  tremendously  important  subject.  It  goes 
to  the  heart  of  our  endeavors  to  settle,  In  a  spirit  of  concil- 
iation and  peace,  differences  that  may  arise  between  the  members 
of  the  new  world  Organization.  *It  is  our  common  first  line  of 
defense;  It  is  our  common  effort  to  make  unnecessary,  if  possible, 
the  use  of  force  among  the  great  family  of  nations.  The  members 
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and  officers  of  Committee  2  have  worked  hard  and  diligently  for 
many  long  weeks.  Tho  Committee  has  held  15  meetings.  A  large 
part  of  their  work  was  accomplished  in  several  subcommittees  of 
the  Committee.  These  held  a  total  of  16  meetings.  The  Committee 
examined,  in  all,  55  amendments.  The  final  text  which  you  will 
hear  presently  represents  an  amalgamation  of  many  of  these 
amendments.  Today,  the  Rapporteur  is  presenting  to  you  his 
excellent,  and  I  will  add,  unanimously  adopted  report. 

I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to  thank  the  membership  and 
the  officers  of  Committee  2;  quite  particularly  its  Chairman, 
His  Excellency  Jos3  Serrate,  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of 
Uruguay,  its  Rapporteur,  Mr.  G.  P.  Arkadiev,  of  the  Delegation 
of  the  Soviet  Union,  and  its  Secretary,  Mr.  Leland  M.  Goodrich. 
I  will  ask  the  Chairman,  His  Excellency  Jos6  Serrate,  to  stand 
up  in  order  that  we  may  thank  him  for  his  work.   In  accordance 
with  the  request  of  the  Comaittee,  I  will  ask  the  Rapporteur, 
Mr.  Arkadiev,  and  also  the  Secretary,  Mr.  Leland  M.  Goodrich,  to 
take  their  seats  on  the  rostrum.  I  will  ask  the  Rapporteur  kindly 
to  read  the  report  (Doc.  1027). 

RAPPORTEUR  (Mr.  Arkadiev,  Soviet  Union):  Mr.  Chairman, 
Ladies  and  Gentlemen,  by  the  decision  ta^en  in  plenary  session 
on  the  organization  of  the  work  of  the  Conference  (Doc.  42, 
P/10  (a)),  Committee  HI/2  was  assigned  the  following  functions: 

"To  prepare  and  recommend  to  Commission  III  draft 
provisions  for  the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations  relating 
to  matters  dealt  with  in  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  and  to  the  comments  and  sugges- 
tions relevant  thereto  submitted  by  the  Governments  parti- 
cipating  in  the  Conference.11 

The  following  materials  were  submitted  to  the  Committee  for 
its  consideration:  (1)  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  of  th£  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals;  (2)  four  amendments  proposed  by  the  sponsoring 
governments;  and  (3)  amendments  and  suggestions  submitted  by 
other  governments  participating  in  the  work  of  the  Conference. 

At  its  first  meeting,  the  Committee  created  a  subcommittee 
to  prepare  a  basic  working  document  which  would  include  these 
materials  organized  in  convenient  form,  together  with  such  other 
materials  as  might  be  of  interest  to  the  Committee.  The  report 
of  this  Subcommittee  (Doc.  207,  III/2/A/3;  Doc.  207,  III/2/V3(l)> 
gives  the  texts  of  the  proposals  and  suggestions  which  have  been 
considered  by  the  Commit  toe.  Certain  of  these  have  been  approved 
by  the  Commit toe,  either  in  the  form  in  which  they  were  presented 
or  as  to  their  general  ideas. 

The  Committee  approved  the  first  five  paragraphs  of  Chapter 
VIII,  Section  A,  of  the  Dumbatftbn  Oaks  Proposals  and  the  first 
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three  of  the  amendments  proposed  by  the  sponsoring  governments 
(Doc.  207,  p.  3),  and  referred  them  to  a  drafting  subcommittee, 
along  with  a  number  of  other  amendments  vhloh  vere  approved  by 
the  Committee  as  to  their  general  Ideas  and  certain  Interpreta- 
tions which  had  been  given  In  the  course  of  Committee  discussion! 
This  last  category  Included  the  following: 

Paragraph  1,  (of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A ) : 

Bolivian  amendment  (Doc.  207,  P* 
Norwegian  amendment  (Doc*  207,  P- 

Paragraph  ^ 

Ethiopian  amendment  (Doc*  207,  P*  5) 
Paragraph  ^ 

Belgian  amendment,  first  sentence  (Doc.  207,  P*  5-6) 
Bolivian  amendment  (Doc.  207,  p.  6) 
Chilean  amendment  (Doc.  207,  P-  6) 
Ethiopian  amendment  (Doc.  207,  p.  6;  Errata,  p.l) 
Interpretations  of  the  Ethiopian  amendment  and  of 
paragraph  3  given  at  tho  fifth  meeting  of 
Committee  HI/2  (Doc.  356,  p.  3) 
General  Idea  of  the  Ecuadoran  amendment  (Doc. 461) 
concerning  use  of  procedures  of  peaceful  settle- 
ment and  conciliation  In  regional  groupings. 

I aragraph  ^ 

Czechoslovak  amendment  (Doc.  207 A  p. 8) 
Turkish  amendment  (Doc.  207,  P«  o),  "together  with 
tho  Interpretation  made  by  the  Delegate  of  the 
United  States  and  agreed  to  by  the  Delegate  of 
Turkey11  (Doc.  530,  p.  1-2) 

Other 

Australian  amendment  (Doc.  207,  P«  1^-15) 

The  drafting  subcommittee,  In  preparing  a  new  text,  used  as 
a  basis  for  Its  work  the  original  paragraphs  of  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  A,  of  tho  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  and  the  amendments 
of  the  sponsoring  governments  which  had  been  approved  by  the 
Committee.  It  took  account  of  the  amendments  which  had  been 
proposed  by  other  governments  and  which  had  been  approved  by 
the  Committee  as  to  their  general  Ideas,  as  well  as  certain 
Interpretations  which  had  been  given  In  the  course  of  Committee 
discussions.  The  subcommittee  made  certain  changes  In  the 
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order  of  the  original  paragraphs  In  the  Interest  of  the  more 
logical  development  of  the  material.  It  also  made  changes  In 
phraseology  where  such  changes  seemed  necessary  In  order  to 
clarify  meaning  or  to  give  appropriate  recognition  to  Ideas 
which  had  been  approved  by  the  Committee.  The  text  which  the 
subcommittee  adopted  was  considered  by  the  Committee  at  Its 
meetings  of  June  14  and  15,  following  an  explanation  of  the 
proposed  text  by  the  Rapporteur  of  the  subcommittee,  the  Dele- 
gate of  China  (Doc.  992;.  With  some  modification  It  was  an- 
proved  by  the  Committee. 

Article  1  of  the  Committee  text  corresponds  to  paragraph  3 
of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals. 
It  sets  forth  the  basic  obligation  of  members  to  settle  their 
disputes  by  procedures  of  peaceful  settlement.  Three  modifica- 
tions have  been  made.   "Inquiry11  has  been  included  as  one  of 
the  procedures  of  peaceful  settlement  to  be  used  by  the  parties 
to  a  dispute.  Also,  in  accordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
Committee  HI/4,  "resort  to  regional  agencies  or  arrangements ft 
is  included  among  these  procedures.  In  the  second  sentence, 
"may11  has  been  substituted  for  "shall",  primarily  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  parties  to  a  dispute  should  not  wait  until  the 
Security  Council  calls  upon  thorn  to  perform  their  obligations. 

Article  2  corresponds  to  the  former  paragraph  1.  No  change 
has  been  made  in  the  phraseology  used. 

Article  3  corresponds  to  the  former  paragraph  2,  but  It 
has  been  modified  In  Important  respects.  The  Committee,  after 
careful  consideration  of  the  matter,  concluded  that  the  orig- 
inal paragraph,  as  amended  by  the  adoption  of  the  proposal  of 
the  sponsoring  governments,  was  lacking  in  clarity  and  precision 
and  did  not  convey  tho  meaning  desired.  A  substantial  revision 
was  proposed  by  the  drafting  subcommittee  and  agreed  to  by  the 
Committee.  This  text  makes  it  clear  (1)  that  only  members  may 
bring  both  disputes  and  situations  of  the  nature  referred  to  In 
Article  2  to  the  attention  of  the  Security  Council  or  General 
Assembly;  (2)  that  a  non -member  state  can  only  bring  a  dispute 
to  which  It  is  a  party  to  the  attention  of  tho  Security  Council 
or  the  General  Assembly;  and  (3)  that  a  non -member  can  only  do 
this  if  it  Is  prepared  to  accept  the  obligations  of  pacific 
settlement  as  provided  In  the  Charter. 

Article  4,  which  corresponds  to  former  paragraph  5,  has 
been  modified  to  give  the  Security  Council  power  to  recommend 
appropriate  procedures  or  methods  of  pacific  settlement  not 
only  "at  any  stage  of  a  dispute"  of  the  nature  referred  to,  but 
also  at  "any  stage...  of  a  situation  of  like  nature" . 
The  second  sentence  of  Article  4  is  new.  It  states  that  the 
Security  Council  should.  In  making  its  recommendations,  "take 
Into  consideration"  the  procedures  which  may  already  have  been 
adopted  by  the  parties  under  Article  !• 
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Article  5,  a  modification  of  the  first  sentence  of  the 
former  paragraph  6,  deals  only  with  the  action  of  the  Security 
Council  in  making  recommendations  under  Article  4.  It  takes 
account  of  the  fact  that  Committee  IV/1  has  considered  the 
question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  International 
Justice  arid  has  recommended  acceptance  of  the  principle  of 
optional  Jurisdiction. 

.  Article  6  corresponds  to  former  paragraph  4  as  amended  by 
the  proposal  of  the  sponsoring  governments  adopted  by  the 
Committee.  As  the  result  of  this  amendment,  the  Security 
Council  may,  in  the  cases  envisaged,  "recommend11  terms  of 
settlement  as  veil  as  procedures  and  methods  of  adjustment. 
In  the  course  of  discussion  on  an  amendment  offered  by  the 
Delegation  of  Belgium,  the  Delegates  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
the  United  States  gave  assurance  that  such  a  recommendation  of 
the  Security  Council  possessed  no  obligatory  effect  for  the 
parties. 

Article  7  corresponds  to  the  first  of  the  sponsoring  gov- 
ernments' amendments  to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A.  This  article 
has  been  placed  at  the  end  instead  of  at  the  beginning,  as  was 
originally  proposed  by  the  sponsoring  governments,  since  it 
introduces  a  new  idea,  namely,  that  of  authorizing  the  Security 
Council  to  make  recommendations  for  the  settlement  of  disputes 
of  a  secondary  nature  brought  before  it  by  agreement  of  the 
parties. 

The  Committee  reoemmonds  that  there  should  be  no  reference 
to  advisory  opinions  in  this  Chapter  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
Committee  IV/1  has  proposed  the  inclusion  in  the  Chapter  on  the 
International  Court  of  Justice  of  an  article  giving  the  Security 
Council  and  the  General  Assembly  the  power  to  request  on  ad- 
visory opinion  of  the  Court  on  any  legal  question. 

The  Committee  decided  to  refer  to  Committee  I/I  the  pro- 
posal of  the  sponsoring  governments  to  insert  in  Chapter  II  a 
new  paragraph  which  would  take  the  place  of  paragraph  7,  along 
with  all  amendments  offered  to  that  paragraph,  reserving  the 
right  to  act  on  certain  consequential  questions.  The  action 
of  Committee  I/I  in  recommending  the  insertion  in  Chapter  II 
(Principles)  of  a  paragraph  dealing  with  domestic  jurisdiction 
makes  no  longer  necessary  the  retention  of  paragraph  7  of  Chap- 
ter VIII,  Section  A.  The  Committee  therefore  approves  its 
deletion. 

The  text  adopted  by  the  Committee  and  recommended  for  in- 
clusion in  the  Charter  as  the  Chapter  on  Peaceful  Settlement 
of  Disputes  is  appended  to  this  report. 
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Shall  I  read  this  draft? 

PRESIDENT:  Yes,  Sir,  pleaso. 
RAPPORTEUR : 
Article  1. 

The  parties  to  any  dispute,  the  continuance  of  which  Is 
likely  to  endanger  the  maintenance  of  International  peace  and 
security,  shall,  first  of  all,  seek  a  solution  by  negotiation, 
Inquiry,  mediation,  conciliation,  arbitration,  judicial  settle- 
ment, resort  to  regional  agencies  or  arrangements,  or  other 
peaceful  means  of  their  ovn  choice,  Tho  Security  Council  may 
call  upon  the  parties  to  settle  their  disputes  by  such  means. 

Article  2 

The  Security  Council  is  empowered  to  investigate  any 
dispute,  or  any  situation  which  may  lead  to  international 
friction  or  give  rise  to  a  dispute,  in  ordor  to  determine 
whether  its  continuance  is  likely  to  endanger  the  maintenance 
of  International  peace  and  security. 

Article  ^ 

Any  member  of  the  Organization  may  bring  any  such  dispute 
or  situation  to  the  attention  of  tho  Security  Council,  or  of 
the  General  Assembly,  which  will  act  in  accordance  with  tho 
provisions  of  Chapter  V,  Section  B,  paragraph  1. 

A  non -member  state  may  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
Security  Council  or  of  the  General  Assembly  any  such  dispute 
to  which  it  is  a  party,  If  it  accepts  in  advance,  for  the 
purposes  of  the  dispute,  the  obligations  of  pacific  settle- 
ment provided  in  the  Charter. 

Article  ^ 

The  Security  Council  may,  at  any  stage  of  a  dispute  of 
the  nature  referred  to  In  Article  1  or  of  a  situation  of  like 
nature,  recommend  appropriate  procedures  or  methods  of  adjust- 
ment. The  Security  Council  should,  however,  take  into  con- 
sideration any  procedures  which  have  already  been  adopted  by 
the  parties  under  Article  1  for  the  settlement  of  the  dispute. 

Article  £ 

In  ?n*ir*pg  recommendations  under  Article  4  the  Security 
Council  should  take  Into  consideration  that  Justiciable  dis- 
putes should  normally  be  referred  by  the  parties  to  the  Inter- 
national Court  of  Justice* 
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Article  5,  a  modification  of  the  first  sentence  of  the 
former  paragraph  6,  deals  only  with  the  action  of  the  Security 
Council  In  making  recommendations  under  Article  4.  It  takes 
account  of  the  fact  that  Committee  IV/1  has  considered  the 
question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  International 
Justice  arid  has  recommended  acceptance  of  the  principle  of 
optional  Jurisdiction* 

.  Article  6  corresponds  to  former  paragraph  4  as  amended  by 
the  proposal  of  the  sponsoring  governments  adopted  by  the 
Committee.  As  the  result  of  this  amendment,  the  Security 
Council  may,  in  the  cases  envisaged,  "recommend11  terms  of 
settlement  as  veil  as  procedures  and  methods  of  adjustment* 
In  the  course  of  discussion  on  an  amendment  offered  by  the 
Delegation  of  Belgium,  the  Delegates  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
the  United  States  gave  assurance  that  such  a  recommendation  of 
the  Security  Council  possessed  no  obligatory  effect  for  the 
parties . 

Article  7  corresponds  to  the  first  of  the  sponsoring  gov- 
ernments1 amendments  to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A.  This  article 
has  been  placed  at  the  end  Instead  of  at  the  beginning,  as  was 
originally  proposed  by  the  sponsoring  governments,  since  it 
Introduces  a  new  idea,  namely,  that  of  authorizing  the  Security 
Council  to  make  recommendations  for  the  settlement  of  disputes 
of  a  secondary  nature  brought  before  it  by  agreement  of  the 
parties. 

The  Committee  roofciomonds  that  there  should  bo  no  reference 
to  advisory  opinions  in  this  Chapter  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
Committee  IV/1  has  proposed  the  inclusion  in  the  Chapter  on  the 
International  Court  of  Justice  of  an  article  giving  the  Security 
Council  and  tho  General  Assembly  the  power  to  request  an  ad- 
visory opinion  of  the  Court  on  any  logal  question. 

The  Committee  decided  to  refer  to  Committee  I/I  the  pro- 
posal of  the  sponsoring  governments  to  Insert  in  Chapter  II  a 
new  paragraph  which  would  take  the  place  of  paragraph  7,  along 
with  all  amendments  offered  to  that  paragraph,  reserving  the 
right  to  act  on  certain  consequential  questions.  The  action 
of  Committee  I/I  In  recommending  the  insertion  In  Chapter  II 
(Principles)  of  a  paragraph  dealing  with  domestic  jurisdiction 
makes  no  longer  necessary  the  retention  of  paragraph  7  of  Chap- 
ter VIII,  Section  A.  The  Committee  therefore  approves  its 
deletion. 

The  text  adopted  by  the  Committee  and  recommended  for  In- 
clusion In  the  Charter  as  the  Chapter  on  Peaceful  Settlement 
of  Disputes  Is  appended  to  this  report. 
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Shall  I  read  this  draft? 

PRESIDENT:  Yes,  Sir,  pleaso. 
RAPPORTEUR  : 
Article  i 

The  parties  to  any  dispute,  the  continuance  of  vhlch  is 
likely  to  endanger  the  maintenance  of  International  peace  and 
security,  shall,  first  of  all,  seek  a  solution  by  negotiation, 
inquiry,  mediation,  conciliation,  arbitration,  judicial  settle- 
ment, resort  to  regional  agencies  or  arrangements,  or  other 
peaceful  means  of  their  ovn  choice.  The  Security  Council  may 
call  upon  the  parties  to  settle  their  disputes  by  such  means. 

Article  2 

The  Security  Council  is  empowered  to  investigate  any 
dispute,  or  any  situation  which  may  lead  to  international 
friction  or  give  rise  to  a  dispute,  in  ordor  to  determine 
whether  its  continuance  is  likely  to  endanger  the  maintenance 
of  international  peace  and  security* 

Article 


Any  member  of  the  Organization  may  bring  any  such  dispute 
or  situation  to  the  attention  of  tho  Security  Council,  or  of 
the  General  Assembly,  which  will  act  in  accordance  with  tho 
provisions  of  Chapter  V,  Section  B,  paragraph  1. 

A  non  -member  state  may  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
Security  Council  or  of  the  General  Assembly  any  such  dispute 
to  which  It  is  a  party,  if  It  accepts  in  advance,  for  the 
purposes  of  the  dispute,  the  obligations  of  pacific  settle* 
ment  provided  in  the  Charter. 

Article  4. 

The  Security  Council  may,  at  any  stage  of  a  dispute  of 
the  nature  referred  to  in  Article  1  or  of  a  situation  of  like 
nature,  recommend  appropriate  procedures  or  methods  of  adjust- 
ment. The  Security  Council  should,  however,  take  into  con- 
sideration any  procedures  which  have  already  been  adopted  by 
the  parties  under  Article  1  for  the  settlement  of  the  dispute. 

Article  £ 

In  «M*lc*ng  recommendations  under  Article  4  the  Security 
Council  should  take  Into  consideration  that  justiciable  dis- 
putes should  normally  be  referred  by  the  parties  to  the  Inter- 
national Court  of  Justice. 
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Article  6 

If  the  parties  to  a  dispute  of  the  nature  referred  to  In 
Article  1  fall  to  settle  It  by  the  means  Indicated  In  that 
Article,  they  shall  refer  It  to  the  Security  Council.  If  the 
Security  Council  deems  that  the  continuance  of  the  particular 
dispute  Is  In  fact  likely  to  endanger  the  maintenance  of  Inter- 
national peace  and  security,  It  shall  decide  whether  to  take 
action  under  Article  4  or  whether  Itself  to  recommend  such 
terms  of  settlement  as  It  may  consider  appropriate. 

Article  £ 

Without  prejudice  to  the  provisions  of  Articles  1-6  of 
this  Chapter,  the  Security  Council  may,  If  all  the  parties 
to  any  dispute  so  request,  moke  recommendations  to  the  parties 
with  a  view  to  Ita  settlement  In  accordance  with  the  principles 
laid  down  In  Chapter  II,  paragraph  3. 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you,  Mr*  Arkadlev,  for  your  report. 
Since  the  French  translation  of  the  report  has  been  circulated 
among  the  delegates,  I  would  like  to  ask  whether  there  Is  any 
request  here  for  the  French  translation  to  be  road  at  this 
meeting.  If  there  Is  not,  I  would  suggest,  In  the  Interest  of 
saving  time,  that  we  dispense  with  the  reading  of  the  transla- 
tion. Now  If  thore  Is  a  request,  naturally  It  will  bo  followed, 
and  the  French  toxt  will  bo  road.  Is  thore  any  such  request? 
No  request  for  a  translation?  I  would  then  ask  whether  there 
Is  any  discussion  on  the  report  which  wo  have  hoard.  Dr.  Evatt 
has  asked  to  address  the  Commission.  Doctor  Evatt. 

MR.  EVATT  (Australia):  Mr.  President,  on  behalf  of  our 
Delegation,  I  Join  with  you  In  your  thanks  to  the  Committee 
which  has  worked  so  hard  on  this  very  Important  chapter  of  the 
world  Organization  Charter;  and  I  speak  only  to  draw  attention 
to  one  point  which  It  seems  to  me  to  be  of  great  importance. 
It  refers  to  the  first  article,  the  importance  of  which  has 
been  emphasized  by  the  distinguished  Rapporteur.  It  provides 
that  the  parties  to  any  dispute,  the  continuance  of  which  Is 
likely  to  endanger  the  maintenance  of  International  peace  and 
security,  shall  do  certain  things,  If  the  dispute  Is  a  serious 
dispute,  a  dispute  which  Is  likely  to  endanger  the  maintenance 
of  peace.  They  are  under  a  duty.  They  shall,  first  of  all, 
seek  a  solution  by  negotiation,  Inquiry,  mediation,  conciliation, 
resort  to  regional  agencies,  so  Important  In  areas  like  Latin 
America,  or  other  peaceful  means  of  their  own  choice.  Now  In 
that  respect  the  present  text  follows  paragraph  3  of  the  Dum- 
barton Oaks  Proposals.  It  Is  to  the  final  sentence  In  that 
Article  1  to  which  I  desire  to  direct  attention.  It  says  now: 
"The  3ecurlty  Council  may  call  upon  the  parties  to  settle  their 
disputes  by  such  means",  afcd  In  the  present  form  It  gives  the 
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Security  Council  complete  discretion  as  to  vhether  they  do  call 
upon  the  parties  so  to  settle  their  dispute.  The  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals  said  something  quite  different.  In  paragraph 
3  it  said:  "The  Security  Council  should  call  upon  the  parties 
to  settle  their  dispute  by  such  means11,  indicating  that  it  was 
the  duty  or  obligation  of  the  Security  Council  to  call  upon 
the  parties  to  settle  those  disputes  by  peaceful  me ana,  and 
that  that  power  would  be  exercised  in  due  course.  Now  tho 
Rapporteur's  report  says,  on  page  3  (Doc.  1027):  "In  the 
second  sentence,  'may1  has  been  substituted  for  'shall1, 
primarily  to  make  it  cloar  that  the  parties  to  a  dispute 
should  not  wait  until  tho  Security  Council  calls  upon  them* 
to  perform  their  obligations",  and,  Mr.  Presidont,  that  Is 
obviously  a  very  important  point  and  a  very  sound  point.  But 
what  is  to  be  the  position  if  the  parties  do  not  take  action 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  3  and  do  not  endeavor  to  settle 
their  dispute  by  peaceful  means?  That  is  the  crux  of  the  posi- 
tion.  Is  the  Security  Council  merely  to  retain  the  power  to 
call  upon  them  to  settle  their  disputes  by  such  means,  or  should 
It  not,  after  a  reasonable  time  has  elapsed,  be  obligated  to 
call  upon  the  parties  to  settle  their  disputes  by  such  means? 
It  might  appear  a  technical  point  but  it  is  not,  because  the 
Security  Council's  main  work  will,  we  hope,  lie  in  the  peace- 
ful conciliation  of  parties  to  Important  disputes,  and  it 
should  not  merely  be  a  matter  of  discretion  with  the  Security 
Council  to  act  or  not  to  act  as  it  thinks  fit.  The  Intention 
of  Dumbarton  Oaks  was  otherwise,  and  I  wish  simply  to  reserve 
the  point  because  I  understand,  Mr.  President,  the  text  even 
now  is  before  the  Coordination  Committee  for  final  approval. 
Is  that  right,  Sir? 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICER  (Mr.  Kirk):  Right. 

MR.  EVATT:  We  think  that  It  is  of  great  importance  that, 
after  a  certain  time  has  elapsed  when  the  parties  to  the  dis- 
pute have  failed  to  conciliate  between  themselves,  the  Security 
Council  should  say,  should  be  obligated  to  say,  to  the  parties: 
"You  have  to  settle;  you  should  settle  your  dispute  by  means 
of  peaceful  conciliation,  because  that  is  your  duty  under  the 
Charter.  It  is  your  duty  so  to  settle  your  dispute,  and  it  Is 
our  duty  as  a  Security  Council  to  tell  you  to  do  so." 

I  wish  to  reserve  that  point,  Sir.  I  think  It  may  turn 
out  to  be  of  importance  for  reasons  which  I  shall  not  elabor- 
ate now,  and  it  Is  only  because  of  its  Importance  and  in  order 
to  safeguard  tae  position  that  I  rise  now.  If  it  were  not  re- 
served for  the  Coordination  Committee,  we  would  have  to  exer- 
cise our  right  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Steering  Committee, 
but  we  hope  the  matter  will  bo  adjusted  along  the  linos  I  havo 
suggested,  and  I  understand  the  distinguished  Rapporteur  agrees 
that  that  Is  still  possible.  Thank  you. 
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PRESIDENT:  I  want  to  thank  the  Delegate  of  Australia  for 
his  contribution,  and  propor  note  will  be  tateuof  his  reserva- 
tion. 

The  Rapporteur  vould  like  to  make  a  statement  with  refer- 
ence to  the  remarks  of  the  Delegate  of  Australia. 

RAPPORTEUR:  I  beg  your  pardon,  but  I  can  explain  more 
exactly  In  Russian,  and  what  I  say  will  then  be  translated. 

RAPPORTEUR  (speaking  In  Russian;  English  version  as  de- 
livered by  interpreter  follows):  I  appreciate  the  noble  In- 
tentions of  the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Australia,  Dr.  Evatt, 
when  he  refers  to  Article  1,  and  In  connection  with  this  refer- 
ence I  want  to  give  an  explanation  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  actual  vork  of  the  Committee. 

The  Committee  understood  that  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  text 
contained  the  vord  "should",  but  after  consideration,  this 
word  was  replaced  by  the  vord  "may"  for  the  following  reasons. 
The  parties  to  a  dispute  must  themselves  find  peaceful  means 
for  settling  the  dispute  according  to  the  Charter,  without 
waiting  for  a  ruling  from  the  Security  Council.  Yet  at  any 
time  the  Security  Council  may,  according  to  Article  1,  call 
the  attention  of  the  parties  to  the  necessity  of  peaceful 
settlement  without,  however,  referring  to  any  specific  methods 
or  to  the  substance  of  the  dispute.  If  tho  parties  should  fall 
to  settle  the  dispute,  they  refer  the  dispute  to  the  Security 
Council  in  accordance  with  Article  6,  and  the  Security  Council 
examines  the  problem  substantlvely  and  then  makes  recommenda- 
tions either  under  Article  4,  or  regarding  such  terms  of  settle- 
ment as  It  may  consider  appropriate.  This  is  the  point  I  wish 
to  Indicate  to  the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Australia. 

I  would  also  like  to  indicate  another  point.  The  Coordina- 
tion Committee  only  yesterday  examined  the  recommended  text  In 
the  presence  of  the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Uruguay,  Sefior 
Serrato,  and  myself,  and  it  has  tentatively  decided  that  the 
word  "may"  should  be  replaced  by  the  words  "shall,  If  It  deems 
necessary".  The  phraseology  of  the  article  in  the  report, 
however,  has  not  been  modified,  and  the  new  phraseology  will 
be  submitted  to  the  Commission  when  the  Coordination  Committee 
finishes  its  work.  I  hope  that  Dr.  Evatt  will  consider  my 
explanation  as  relating  to  tho  question  which  he  put  forward. 

PRESIDENT:  I  recognize  the  Delegate  of  the  United  States, 
Commander  Stassen. 

MR.  STASSEN:  Mr.  President,  distinguished  Delegates, 
Ladies  and  Gentlemen.  I  rise  only  very  briefly  to  clarify  the 
point  that  has  been  raised.  I,  of  course,  agree  that  Dr.  Evatt 
can  reserve  this  point  and  bring  it  up  in  the  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings, either  before  the  Coordination  Committee. or  any  of 
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the  other  reviewing  procedures,  but  I  do  wish  to  clarify  that 
on  the  matter  of  the  duty  and  the  obligation  of  \;he  Security 
Council/*  there  is  no  question  that  tho  Security  Council  does 
have  the  continuous  and  over-riding  duty  and  obligation  to 
maintain  the  peace,  and  that  is  provided  for  in  Chapter  VI  of 
Dumbarton  Oaks,  and  will  be  provided  for  in  tho  final  document. 
In  that  Chapter  VI,  Section  B,  we  find  the  principal  functions 
and  powers  and  duties  of  tho  Security  Council,  and  it  provides 
that  the  members  of  the  Organization  shall,  by  the  Charter, 
confer  on  the  Security  Council  primary  responsibility  for  the 
maintenance  of  International  peace  and  security,  and  should 
agreo  that  in  carrying  out  these  duties  under  this  responsibil- 
ity, it,  the  Security  Council,  should  act  on  their  behalf.  It 
also  provides  that  in  discharging  these  duties  to  maintain  peace 
and  security,  the  Security  Council  shall  act  in  accordance  with 
the  purposes  and  principles  of  the  entire  Organization. 

The  Committee  nas  discussed,  as  the  very  able  Rapporteur 
has  reported,  the  various  wordings  of  "may",  "shall",  1f  should", 
and,  "shall  if  necessary".  The  decision  taken  can,  of  course, 
be  reviewed,  as  Dr.  Evatt  has  said,  in  the  Coordination  Com- 
mittee when  the  action  of  this  Committee  goes  to  them,  and  in 
the  other  reviewing  processes,  as  we  move  forward;  and  may  I 
thank  Dr.  Evatt  for  his  raising  the  question  that  it  might  be 
clarified  at  this  time.  And  may  I  also  express  the  hope,  as 
I  know  that  it  is  the  hope  of  the  peoples  of  the  world,  that 
this  Section  of  this  Charter,  the  Section  dealing  with  the 
Peaceful  Settlement  of  Disputes,  may  be  the  Section  that  will 
be  used  more  than  any  other,  unless  it  be  the  Social  and  Econ- 
omic Section  in  providing  for  the  advancement  of  the  welfare 
of  the  peoples  of  the  world.  Thank  you. 

PRESIDENT:  No  other  delegate  has  signified  his  desire  to 
address  the  Commission.  Is  there  any  more  discussion? 

There  does  not  seem  to  be  any.  The  Chair  will  entertain  a 
motion  for  the  approval  of  the  report. 

MR.  EVATT:  I  move  that,  Sir,  subject  to  that  point  being 
cleared  up  by  the  Coordination  Committee. 

MR.  STA3SEN:  I  second  the  motion. 

PRESIDENT:  The  motion  is  for  the  Commission  to  approve  the 
report  with  the  reservation  mado  by  the  Delegate  of  Australia, 
and  that  motion  has  been  seconded  by  the  Delegate  of  the.  United 
States,  Commander  Stassen.  Will  those  In  favor  of  that  motion 
raise  tholr  right  hands? 


-10- 
5081 


90 

Thank  you.   Those  against? 

The  motion  has  been  unanimously  approved. 

As  there  Is  no  other  business  before  the  Commission, 
this  meeting  stands  adjourned. 

(Whereupon  at  4:30  p.m.  Juno  18,  Commission  III 
adjourned. ) 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  Doe.  1088  (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  m/8 

0  June  19,  19*5 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


COMPTE  RENDU  BE  LA  TROI3IEME  SEANCE  DE 

LA  COMMISSION  III 
tonue  a  1' Opera  House,  le  18  Juln  19^5  a  15h»  30 

Le  President, (M.  Morgenstierne,  Norvege,  parlant  en  anglais: 
texte  de  I1 Interpret at ion  en  franpals): 

La  troisieme  seance  de  la  Troisieme  Commission  est  ouverte. 

J'ai  1'honneur  de  vous  presenter  le  rapporteur  de/ cette 
Commission  3.E.  Celso^R.  Velasquez,  president  de  la  delegation 
du  Paraguay;  le  secretaire  general  adjolnt^de  cette  Commission 
3.2.  Julian  R.  Oaceres,  president  de  la  delegation  du  Honduras) 
et  le  Secretaire  Admlnlstratlf  de  la  Commission,  M,  Gray a on  Kivk. 

Nous  a\tons  a  prevoir  -des  methodes  dv action  rap ides  de 
nature  a  mettre  fin  a  une  autre  conflagration  mondlale.  Je  no 
ferai%pas  mention  du  detail  de  nos  travaux.  Jfai  tenu  s imple- 
ment a  y  faire  allusion^ ioi,  derant  tous  nos  amis,  devant  le 
public  mondial  qui  represente  I1 opinion  de  tous^les  pays  qui 
suit  lea  travaux  de  cette  Conference  aveo  un  tres  grand  interSt 
et  un  immense  espoir, 

Vous  avez  dej&  approuve  les  rapports  des  Comites  III  et  IV, 
Oelul  qui  vous  est  sounds  aujourd'hui  au  nom  du  Deuxieme  Comite, 
traite  de  la  question, extrSmement  Importante  du  reglement  paci- 
fique  des  litiges*  Cette  question  vous  tient  tous  a  ooeur«% 
Nous  avons  (feplcye  tous  nos  efforts  en  vue  de  permettre  le^ regle- 
ment par  volx  de  conciliation  des  litiges  qui  pourront  srelever 
entre  les  membres  de  I1 Organisation  et  d'eviter  le  reoours  a 
la  force, 

Le  Comitl  a  silge  de  longues  semaines^et  tenu  15  sean9es. 
Une  bonne  partie  du  travail  srest  effectuee  en  sous-comites* 
Ceux-ci  ont  tenu  16  reunions.  ,Le  Comite  a  examine  55  Amende* 
mentst  Le  texte  issu  de  ses  deliberations  est  la  fjision  d'un 
grand  nontore  de  oes  propositions. 
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Je  tiens  a  r^ndre  un  hommage  partlculler  au  bureau  et  aux 
membres  du  Comite,  notamment%a  son  President  S.E.  Jqjjip  Serrate, 
Ninistre  des  Affaires  E t ranger e 9  de  I1 Uruguay,  a  son  rapporteur 
G.P.  Arkadiev,  membre  de  la  delegation  Sovietlque,  et  son 
secretaire,  M.  Leland  M.  Goodrich* 

Je  prie  N.  le  Rapporteur  et  M.  le  Secretaire  de  bien 
voulolr  prendre  place  a  la  tribune* 

Je  donne  la  parole  a  M.  le  Rapporteur,  pour  dormer  lecture 
de  son  rapport  (Doc. 1027). 

Le  Rapporteur  (N.  Arkadiev,  Union  Soviet Ique,  parlant  en 
anglais;  texte  franpais  du  rapport): 

Par  decision  prise  en  seance  plenlere  ooncernant  I1 orga- 
nisation du  travail^ de  la  Conference  (Doc.  42  P/10  (a),  on 
attrlbuera  au  Comite  HI/2  les  fonctions  suivantes: 

"Elaborer  pour  la  Charte  des  Nations  Unles  des  p.?ojets  de 
dispositions  relativement  aux  sujets  traltes  au  Chapitre  VIII, 
Section  A  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  y  comprls  les 
comment a ires  et  suggestions  s'y  rapportant  soumis  par  les 
gouvernements  participants  k  la  Conference,  et  reoommander 
oes  pro  jets  &  la  Commission  III.11 

On  soumlt  &  I'examen  du  Comite  les  textes  suivants: 
Chapitre  VIII,  Section  A  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks; 
quatre  amendements  proposes  par  les  Gouvernements  invltants; 
et  (3)  des  amendements  et  des  propositions  soumis  par  df ant res 
gouvernements  participant  au  travail  de  la  Conference* 

Dans  sa  premiere  seance,  le  Comite  crea  un  Sous-comlte 
charge  de^preparer  un  document  de  tra trail  qul  conrprendralt  ces 
textes  presentes  sous  une  forme  convenable,  ainsl  que  tout  autre 
texte  qui  pourrait  interesser  le  Comite.  Le  Rapport  de  ce 
Sous-comlte  (Doc.  207,  III/2/A/3;  Doc.  207,  III/2/A/3  (l)| 
donne  les  textes  cfes  propositions  et  suggestions  qul  ont  ete 
examinees  par  le  Comite.  Uncertain  nombre  de  ces  propositions 
et  suggestions  ont  ete  adoptees  par  le  Comite,  solt  sous  la 
foyme  danf  laquelle-elles  furent  presentees,  solt  quant  aux 
idees  gene rale s  qufelles  contlennent. 

Le  Oomlte  approuva  los  cinq  premiers  paragraphes  du  Chapitre 
VIII,  Section  A,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  les 
trols  premiers  amendements  proposes  par  les  Gouvernements  invi- 
tants  (Doc.  207,  P»3)*  et  les  renvoya  a  un  Sous-comlte  de 
redaction,  acooupagnes  dfun  certain  nombre  d'autres  amendements 
qui  furent  approuves  pay  le  Comite  quant  &  lours  idees  generales 
et  de  oertaines  interpretations  qui  leur  avaient  ete  donnees 
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au  cours  des  discussions  du  Comite.  Cette  derniere  categorie 
comprenait  les  amendements  sulvants: 

Paragraphe  I  (du  Ohapltre  VIII,  Section  A) : 

L'amendement  de  la  Bolivie  (Doc.  207,  P.3) 
L'amendement  de  la  Norvege  (Doc.  207,  p,4) 

Paragraphe  !2 

L'amendoment  de  1'Ethlople  (Doc.  207,  P-4) 
Paragraphe  ^ 

L'amendement  de  la  Belglque,  premiere  phrase 

(Doc.  207,  P. 5) 

L'amendement  de  la  Bolivie  (Doc. 207*  P»5) 
L'amendement  du  Chili  (Doc. 207 *  P*5) 
L'amendement  de  I'Ethiopie  (Doc. 207 *  PP-5-6); 

Errata,  p.l) 

Interpretations  de/l'amendement  ethioplen  ot,du 
paragraphe  3,  donnoos  pendant  la  clnquleme  seance 
du  Comite  HI/2  (Doc.  356) 

I dee a  generales  contenues  dans  1'amendement  de 
L!Equateur%  (Doc.  461)  ooncernant  1'emploi  de  la 
procedure  a  sulvre  pour  le  reglement  pacif ique 
et  pour  la  conciliation  dans  les  groupements 
reglonaux. 

Paragraphe  £ 

L'amendement  de  la  Tcheooslovaquie  (Doc. 207 /  P»8) 
L'aniendement  de  la  Turquie  (Doo.  207*  9^9) 
"accompagne  de  1 ' interpretation  donnee  par  le 
Delegue  des  Etats-Uhis  et  approuvee  par  le 
Dllegue  de  la  Turquie11  (Doc.  530) 

En  outre 

L'amendement  australien  (Doc.  207*  Ptl7) 

Le  Sous -com! te  de  redaction*  en  elaborant  un  nouveau 
text a,  prlt  comme  base  de  son  travail  les  paragraphes  orlgi- 
na\«  du  Chapitre  VIII*  Section  A*  des  Propositions  de  Dumbar- 
ton Oaks  et  les  amendements  des  Oouvernements  invltants  qul 
avalent  ate  adoptes  par  le  Comite.  II  tint  oompte  des  amende- 
ments qul  avaient* ete  proposes  par  d'autres  gouvernements  et 
qul  avalent  ete  adoptes  par  le  Comite  quant  a  leurs  Idees 
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fen^rales,  ainsi  que  de  oertaines  interpretations  qul  avaient 
te  donnes  au  COUPS  des  discussions  du  Coraite.  Le  Sous- 
bbmlte  fib  pertains  changements  dans  lfordre  de  presentation 
des  paragraphs  orlglnftux  en  adoptant  un  ordre  plus  logique. 
II  fit  egalement  des  changements  de  forme  1&  ou  la  ohose  lui 
parut  necessaire^afin  dfeolairciy  }e  sens  ou  d^exprlmer  plujj 
nottement  des  Ideas  qul  avaient  ete  approuv£e$  par  le  Comlte. 
Le  texte  que  le  Sous-comite  adopta  fut  examine  par  le  Comite 
au  oours  de  ses  seances  des  14  et  15  juin  a  la  suite  dvuno 
exposition  du  projet  de  texte  par  le  Rapporteur  du  Sous-oomlte, 
le  Delegue  de  la  Chine  (Doc* 992 ),  et  approuve  aveo  que 1 que a 
modifications . 

L1 Article  1  du  texte  du  Comlte  correspond  au  paragraphe  3 
du  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  A,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
OakSj  II  exprime  I1 obligation,  fondamentalo  pour  les  membres, 
do  regler  leurs  dlf fer ends  par  des  procedures  paclfiaues. 
Trois  modifications  7  ont  ete  agportees.  "L'enqufcte"  a  ete 
pentionnee  oomme  lfune  des  procedures  de  reglemont  paolflque 
a,utlllser  par  les  parties  a  un  dlf £e rend.  De  memo,  confor- 
memcnt  aux  recommandatlons  du  Comlto  II 1/4,  le  "recoups  aux, 
organlsmes  et  arrangements  reglonaux"  figure  parjjii^ces  procedu- 
res. A  la  seconde  phrase,  "pout  falre  appel11  a  ete  substitue 
a  "enjoindre"  of  In  surtout  de  marquer  clairement  que  les 
parties  a  un  dlfferend  no  dolvent  pas  attendre  que  le  Consell 
de  Seourlte  les  Invite  a  s'acqultter  de  leurs  obligations . 

L1  Article  2  correspond  a  IJanolen  paragraphe  1.  Aucune 
modification  n'a  ete  apportee  a  sa  redaction* 

L! Article  3  correspond  a  lfanclen  paragraphe  2  ma is  11 
a  subl  des  modifications  import antes.  Le^Gomlte,  apres  avoir 
mdrement  examine  la  question^  est  arrive  a  la  conclusion  que 
le  paragraphe  prlmitif  amende  par  suite  de  I1 adoption  de  la 
proposition  des  Gouvernements  Invitants,  manqualt  de  clarte 
et  de  precision  et  n'exprlmait  pas  la  pensee  qujil  devalt^ 
traduire.  Un  texte  conslderablement  modifle  a  ete  propose 
par  le  Sous-oomite  de  redaction  et  adopte  par  le  Coral te.  Ce 
texte  marque  olalroment  (1)  que  seuls  les  membies  peuvent  t 
porter  a  I1 at tent ion  du  Consoll  de  Seourite  ou  de  l^Assemblee 
Qen^ralo  les  dlfferends  et  les  situations  do  la  categorle 
viseo  par  I1 Article  2;,  (2)  ^u1un  Etat  non^mombr?  ne  peut 
salslr  le  Consell  do  Seourite  ou  I'Assemblee  Qenerale  que 
d'un  dlfferend  auquel  11  est  par tie;  et  (3)  gu'un  Etat  non 
meribre  ne  peut  le  falre  que  sfil  est  dispose  a  accepter  les 
obligations  relatives  a  un  reglement  paolfique  prevues  par 
la  Chart e. 

Lf Article  4,  qul  correspond  &  1'anclen  paragraphe  5t  a 
ete  modlf ie  a  conf er^r  au  Consell  de  Seourite  le  pouvoir  de  , 
recommander  les  procedures  ou  methodes  dfajustement  appropriees 
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non  seulement  "a  tout  moment  de  Involution  dfun  differend"  do 
la  categorle  dont  11  s'agit,  mals  encore  "a  tout  moment, . .d'uno 
situation  de  meme  nature".  La  deuxleme  phrase  de  I1 Article  4 
est  nouvolle.  II  y  est  declare  que  le  Consell  de  Socurite 
devrait,  en  formulant  ses  recommandations,  "prendre  en  con- 
sideration" les  procedures  qul  peuvent  avoir  d&Ja  ete  adoptees 
par  les  parties  en  vertu  de  lf Article  1. 

L1 Article  5,  qul  est  une  nouvelle  version  de  la  premiere 
phrase  de  1'ancien, paragraphe  6,  ne  tralte  que  de  1 'action  du 
Consell  de  Securlte  lorque  celui-cl  formule  ses  recominandatlons 
en  vertu  de  1J Article  4.  II  tlent  corapte  du  fait  que  le  Comite 
IV/1  a  examine  la  question  de  la  jurldlctlon  de  la  Cour  de  Jus- 
tice Internationale  et  a  recomraande  I1 acceptation  du  prlnclpe 
de  la  clause  facultative. 

L1 Article  6  correspond  a  l!ancien  paragraphe  4  amende  con- 
formement  a  la  proposition  des  gouvernements  Invltants  adoptee 
par  le  Comlte*   Selon  cet  amendement,  le  Consell  de  Securite 
pout,  dans  les  cas  envisages  "recorainander"  les^termes  d!un 
reglement,  de  m$me  que  les  procedures  et  les  methodes  djajuste- 
ment.  ^Au^cours  de  la  dis  cuss  ion  ^Jun^ajnendement  propose  par 
le  Delegue  de  la  Belgique,  les  Dclegues  du  Royaume-Unl  et 
des  Etats-Unls  ont  dorine  1^ assurance  qu'une  telle  recommandation 
de  la  part  du  Consell  de  Securite  n'obligeralt  nullement  les 
parties. 

L1 Article  7  correspond  au  premier  des  ainendements  proposes 
par  les  gouvernements  invltants  relatlvement  a  la  Section  A 
du  Chapitre  VIII.  II  a  ete  place  a  la  fin  plut&t  ^u«au 
commencement  comme  lravaient  prlmltivement  envisage  les  gou- 
yernements  invltants  parce  qu'll  introduit^une  idee  nouvelle 
a  savolr  colle  d'autoriser  le  Cpnseil  de  Socurite  a  fopniuler 
des  recommandatlons  en  vuo  du  roglemont  de  dlfferonds  d!une 
nature  subsidlaire  dont  11  est  saisi  d!un  coramun  accord  par 
les  parties. 

Le  Comlte  re commando  qu'aucune  mention  ne  soit  fa^te  des 
avis  consul tat if s  dans  oe  Ohapitre  parce  que  le  Comite  IV/1 
a  propose  1 f introduction  dans  le  e-hapltre  concernant  la  Cour 
Internationale  de  Justice  d!un  article  conferant  au  Conseil 
de  Seciirite  et  a  I'Assemblee  Generale  le  pouvoir  de  demander 
a  la  Cour  un  avis  oonsultatif  sur  n'lmport.e  quelle  question 
jurldlque. 

Le  Comite  a  decide  do  renvoyer  au  Comite  1/1  la  proposi- 
tion dea  gouverttQments  invltant attendant  a  inserer  au  Chapitre 
2  un  nouveau  paragraphe  destine'  a  remplaoer  le  paragraph^  7/ 
et  tous  les  aniendements  qul  sfy  rattachent,  tout  en  se  reser- 
vant  le  drolt  d1 examiner  oertalnos  questions  en  correlation 
aveo  oe  paragraphe*  La  decision  du  Comite  1  de  rooommanAor 
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lf Insert ion  au  Chapitre  2  (Prlncipes)  dfun  paragraphe  traltant 
de  la  competence  natlonale,  rend  inutile  le  maintien, du  para- 
graphe 7|  du  Chapitre  VIII,  Seotlon  A,  dont  le  Oomite  approuve, 
par  consequent,  la  suppression. 

Le  texte  adopte  par  le  Comite  et  recommande  aux%flns  d1 in- 
sertion dans  la  Charte  en  tant  que^Chapitye  sur  le  reglement 
paoifique  des  differends  est  annexe  au  present  rapport. 

Je  vals  maintenant  donner  lecture  du  texte  du  nouveau 
Chapitre  sur  le  reglement  pacifique  des  differends: 

Article  1 

Les  parties  a  un  differ end  dont  la  prolongation  s^mble 
devoir  menaoer  le  maintien  de  la  paix  et  de  la  securite 
Internationales  en  rechercheront,  avajit  tout,  la  solution 
par  voie  de  negociatlon,  dJenquSte,  de  mediation,  de  conci- 
liation, df arbitrage,  de  reglement  Judlciaire,  de  recoups 
aux  organismes  et  arrangements  reglonaux,  ou  par  $!autr§s 
moyens  pacifiques  do  leur  choix,  L^  Conseil  de  Securite 
peut  faire  appel  aux  parties  pour  regler  leurs  differends 
par  de  tels  moyens* 

Article  2 

^Le  Conseil  de  Securit6  a  pouvoir  d!enqu§ter  sur  tout 
differend,  ou  toute  situation  susceptible  d!entratner  un 
desafoord  entre  nations  ou  d'engendrer  un  differend,  afin 
de  determiner  si  sa  prolongati9n  semble  devoir  menacer  le 
maintien  de  la  paix  ot  de  la  securite  Internationales. 

Article  £ 

Tout  membre  de  1 ! Organisation; peut  porter  un  diffe- 
rend^ou  une  situation  de  ce  $enre  a  I1 attention  du  Conseil 
de  Securite,  ou  de  l1Assemblee  Gonerale  qui  agira  conforme- 
ment  aux  dispositions  du  Chapitre  V,  Section  B,  paragraphe  1. 

Un  Etat  non-membre  peut  porter  a  I1 attention  du  Con- 
seil de  Securite  ou  de  1T As semble e  Oenerale  tout  differend 
de,oe  genre  auquel  il  est  partle,  pourvu  ^u'il  aocepte 
prealablement,  en  oe  qui  concerne  ce  differend,  les  obli- 
gations de  reglement  paoifique  prevues  par  la  Charte. 

Article  4 

Le  Conseil  de  Securite  peut,  a  tout  moment  de  I1 evo- 
lution dfun  differend  de  la  nature  deflnie  a  I1 Article  }er 
ou  d'une  sit\iation  de  n&me  nature^  reopmmander  les  procedures 
ou  methodes  d!ajustement  appropries«  Le  Conseil  de  Securite 
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devralt  toutefols  prendre  en  consideration  toutes  procedures 
deja  adoptees  par  les  parties,  en  application  de  I1  Article  1, 
pour  le  reglement  de  oe  dlfferend. 

Article  £ 

En  falsant,les  recommandatlons  provues  a  I1  Article  4 
le  Conseil^de  Securlte  devralt  tenlr  compte  du  fait  que, 
d'une  maniere  generale,  les  dlfferends  d'ordre  jurldlque 
devralent  dtre  soumis  par  les  parties  a  la  Coup  Interna- 
tionale de  Justice. 

Article  <5 

%    31  les  parties,  a  un  differend^de  la  ^nature  deflnie 
a  1T  Article  lj  ne  reusslssent  pas  a  le  regler  par  les 
moyens  Indlques  au/dlt  Article,  elles  le^saumettront  au 
Oonsell  de  Securlte.  SI  le,Conseil  de  Securlte  e  3  time 
que  la  prolongation  du  dlfferend  eat,  en  fait,  sus9eptlble 
de  menacor  le  malntlen  de  la  palx  et  de  la  securlte  Inter- 
nationales, 11*  decide  sfll  dolt  aglr  en  application  de  I'Ar* 
tj.de  4  ou  a1  11  dolt  reconmandor  lul-merae  les  tormes  dfun 
reglement  qu!il  Juge  approprles. 

Article 


prejudice  aux  dispositions  ,des  Articles  1  a  6 
du  present  Chapltre,  le  Consell  de  Securlte  peut,  si  toutes 
les  partles^a  un  dlfferend  le  demandant,  falre  des  yecom- 
mandatlons  a  oolles-cl,  en  vue  de  le  regler  conformoment 
aux  prlnclpes  enonces  au  Chapltre  II,  paragraphe  3. 

LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  I1  Inter- 
pretation en  franpals):  Je  remorcle  10  Rapporteur  de  son 
Interessant  rapport.  Le  texte  de  oe  rapport  a  ete  dls- 
trlbue  en  franpals.  Quelqu'un  dans  I'Asscmblee  demonde-t-11 
qu'll  en  solt  donne  ogalement  lecture  en  franpals?  SI 
oette  lecture  n'est  pas  demandee,  nous  gagnorona  evldemment 
do  temps  § 

Personne  ne  detoande  la  traductlon  en  franpals? 

Quelqu'un  demande-t-11  la  parole  sur  le  rapport  dont 
11  vlent  d'Stre  donne  lecture? 

M.  EVATT  (l^Auctralle,  parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  lfin 
teypretatlon  en  franpals):  Je  la  domande,  monsieur  le 
President  r 
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LE  PRESIDENT  (parlont  en  anglais;  texte  de  I1 Interpre- 
tation^ en  franpais):  La  parole  est  au  Dr.  Evatt,  premier 
Delegue  de  I'Avistralie. 

M.  EVATT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texto  de  lf interpretation 
en  franjjals):,  Au  nom  de  ma  delegation^  Je  desire  m'associer 
d'abord  aux  fclioitations  que  notre  President  a  adresseos  au 
Comite  pour  lf excellence  de  son  travail. 

Jc  tiens  egalement  a  attirer  votre  attention  sur  un 
point  qul  me  parait  fort  important.  L1 article  premier  du  texte 
qui  nous  est  souials  prevolt  que  "Les  parties  a  un  differond 
dont  la  prolongation  semblo  devoir  znenacor  lo  malntlen  de  la 
palx  et  de  la  t*6curito  Internationales  en  rochercheront.  •• 
la  solution,  etc."  On  reproduit  ici  le  texte  du  paragraphe 
3  des  Propositions  do  Dumbarton  Oaks.  Jusquo  la,  nous  sommes 
df accord. 


Mais  ensulte,  11  7  a^unc  dornibre  phrase  dans  laqucllo 
on  dit:  wLo  Consell  do  Securite  peut  falre  appel  aux  parti 
pour  regler  lours  dlfferonds  par  de  tels  moyons." 


Cola  slgnif le  que  lo  Consell  de  Securite  a  plelnc 
llberte  de^faire  appel  aux  parties  pour  qufolles  reglent 
lours  differends  par  de  tels  mcyens  ou  de  no  pas  le  falre. 

Le  texte  du  Dumbarton  Oaks  etait  tout  a  fait  different; 
11  enjoignait  au  Consell  do  faire  appel  aux  parties  pour 
qu'elles  aient  recoups  a  de  tels  moyens. 

Dans  son  rapport,  (Dec.  1027)  lo  Rapporteur  nous  a  dit 
£ue  ce  membre  do  phrase  "peut  falre  appel"  etait  substltue 
a  "enjolndre"  pour  marquer  clairement  que  les  parties^ a  un 
differend  ne  dolvent  pas  attendre  que  le  Consell  de  Securito 
les  Invite  a  rempllr  leurs  obligations.  C'ost  la  une  ox- 
cellente  ralson  qul  ne  manque  pas  de  polds. 

Mais  quelle  sera  la  situation  si  les  parties  ne  romplissent 
pas  lours  engagements  oorif ormement  au  paragraphe  3  et  si  elles 
n'essaient  pas  de  reglor  leur  differond  par  les  moyens 
paclflques?  Le  Oonsell  de  Securite  oonservera-t-^1  s imple- 
ment le  pouvolr  de  les  inviter  a  regler  leur  differend  par 
des  moyens  pacifiques,  ou  ne  devyalt-11  pas,  apres  un  laps 
d§  temps  ralsonnable,  @tre  oblige  a  inviter  les  parties  a 
regler  leur  differend  par  des  moyens  paclflques? 

Cela  peut,  k  premiere  vue,  serabler  dtre  une  question 
plutdt  technique,  male  olio  risque,  Je  crols,  de  se  presenter 
avec  une  certalne  importance.  Je  tenais  a  la  slgnale^  des 
maintenant  car,  df apres  ce  que  lfon  m'a  dit,  le  Comite  de 
Coordination  etudie  actuellement  oe  texte  et  nous  aurons  done 
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la  possibllite  de  rovenlr  sur  lul  ot  dc  lo  falre  modifier 
eyentuellement.  31  tol  n'otait  pas  le  cas,  nous  devrlons  nous 
reseryor  le  drolt  do  reprendre  oette  question  devant  le 
Oomlte  de  Direction. 

LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  I1 Interpre- 
tation 09  franpals):  J*  remerole  le  Dr.  Evatt  de  la  declaration 
fort^lnterossante  qufll  vlent  de  falre  et  dont  11  lul  est 
donne  aote. 

La  parole  est  au  Rapporteur. 

RAPPORTEUR  (parlant  en  russej  texte  de  I1 Interpretation 
en  franpais):  Monsieur  le  President,  J»al  apprecle  beaucoup 
la  noble  Intention  de  14.  Evatt  lorsqu1!!  a  prls  un  Instant 
la  parole  relatlvement  a  I1 article  1.  Je  crols  devoir  fournlr 
quelques  explications  sur  le  texts  qul  vous  eat  soutnls  par  le 
Comlte. 

Le  Comlte  avalt  blen  remarque  en  effet  quo  le  texte  des 
propositions  do  Dumbarton  Oaks  portc.lt  le  mot  "devrait11  pulsque 
le  texte, do  Dumbarton  Oaks  ctalt  entlorenient  au  oondltlonnel. 
Le  Comlte  a  pense  remplacer  ce  mot  par  flpourran«  II  a  con* 
sidere  que  les  parties  a  un  litlge  sont  tonues  de  reohercher 
elles-memes  les  modes  de  rbglement  paclflque  de  leurs  lltlges 
conformement  aux  dispositions  de  la  Charte  et  ce,  sons  attendre 
I1 Intervention  du  Conseil  de  Socurlte.  Toutefols  le  Consoll 
de  Se curl to,  de  son  c8te,  peut  attlrer  leur  attention  sur  les 
poss£bllltes  du  reglement  paolflque  sans  d'allleurs  signaler 
(Je  methode  partloullere  pour  ce  falre.  Et  si  les  Parltes 
echouent  dans  l9\ir  tentative  de  reglement  paclflque,  alors 
le  Consell  de  Soourlte  aalsl  par  les  parties  en  execution  de 
leurs  obligations  aborde  le  fond  du  probleme  solt  par  des 
recommandatlons  dans^le  sens  du  paragraphe  4  solt  parades 
reconoandatlons  entlerement  nouvellos.  ^Hler  le  Comlte  d^  9  , 
Coordination  a  examine  le  rapport  en  presence  de  M.  le  Delegue 
de  lf Uruguay  et  de  mol-m$ncK  et  11  a  decide  de  modifier  ^le   , 
texte  en  dlsant  au  lieu  de  "pourra"  que  le  Consell  de  Seourlte 
tlstll  le  Juge  necessalre11,  attlrora  1 'attention  des  parties 
sur  les  obligations  qul  leur  incombent  a  cet  egard  aux  termes 
de  la  Charte.  Par  consequent  le  texte  qul  sortlra  du  travail 
de  Comlte  de  Coordination  sera  quelque  peu  different  de  celul 
du  Comlte. 

M.  Evatt  conslderera  J'espfcre  que  les  explications  que 
j'al  fournles  sont  satlsfalsantes. 

12  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  lf interpretation 
en  franpals):  La  parole  est  au  Commandant  Stassen. 
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M.  STAflSEN  (Etats-Unis,  parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de 
^interpretation,  en  franpals):  Je  voudrals  slmplement  ajouter 
quelques  mots^d'eolalroissement  sup  la  question  qui  vient 
d'etre  soulevee* 

M.  le  Dr.  Evatt  vient  de  se  reserver  19  droit  de  re- 
prendre  cette  question  soit  devan$  le  Comitexde  Coordination, 
soit  devant  1'un  des  autres  Comites  qui  precedent  a  la  refonte 
des  textes. 

En  oe  qui  con9erne  lea  obligations  qui  inoombent  au 
Cons ell  de  Securite,  il  ne  peut  subsister  auoun  doute  que  le 
Conseil  de  Securite  a  pour  devoir  ?t  pour  obligation  primordiale 
de  maintenir  la  paix  et  la  securite  dans  le  monde.  Cela 
ressort  elairemcnt  du  texte  du  Chapitro  VI  des  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks  et  du  texte  que  nous  avons  Ins ere  dans  la 
Chart e. 

II  y  est  dit,  Section  B  du  Ohapltre  VI: 

"Afin  de  permettre  a  I9 Organisation  d'agir  promptement 
et  efficacoment,  les  membres  de  1 ! Organisation  oonferent  au 
Conseil  de  Securite  la  rosponsabilite  essentielle  en  oe  qui 
ooncorne  le  maintlen  de  la  paix  et  de  la  securite  Inter- 
nationales et  convionnont  quo,  dans  I'exercice  des  fonotions 
lui  inoombant  de  oo  fait,  le  Consoll  agit  en  lour  nom". 

Et  I1 on  ajoute: 

"En  remplissant,oes  fonotions,  le  Conseil  do  Securite 
devrait  agir  conformement  aux  buts  et  prinoipes  do  I1 Organi- 
sation". 

M.  le  Rapporteur  a  rappcle  dans  le  detail  I'hljtoriquo 
de  la  discussion  devant  lo  Comlte  ou  I1 on  a  envisage  succes* 
sivoment  la  possibilitc  de  dire:  Le^Ccnseil  doit,  le  Conseil 
peut,  lo  Conseil  peut  sfil  lo  jugo  ncossaire,  etc 

Jo  remorclo  M.  le  Dr.  Evatt  df avoir  soul eve  oette 
question  devant  la  Commission.  J'exprimo  1'espoir,  qui  est 
sans  douto  partago  par  tous  les  peuplos  du  mondo,  quo^ oette 
section,  relative  au  roglement  paoifiquc,  sera  colic  a^laquelle 
Ion  fera  le  plus  large  appol,  sinon  celle  ayant  trait  a  la 
cooperation  §conomique  ot  socialo  par  laquolle  on  dovrait 
ohorchor  a  roalisor  le  bien-*6tre  de  tous  les  peuples  du  monde  • 

IB  PRESIDENT:  Quelqufun  demande-t-il  la  parole  sur  le 
rapport? 
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Personne  ne  demandant  la  parole,  nous  sorlons  iietircux 
quo  quelqu'un  voulfct  blen  on  proposer  lf adoption. 

M.  EVATT  (parlant  en  anglais;  toxte  de  lf interpretation 
en  franpais):  Je  propose  I1 adoption  du  rapport  sous  la 
reserve  d'un^noxivel  examcn  de  la  question  quo  j'ai  soulevee 
par  le  Com! to  de  Coordination. 

M.  Stasson (parlant  en  anglais;  texto  do  1* interpretation 
en  franpais):  J'appule  cette  proposition. 

IE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  toxte  do  lf Interpretation 
on  franpais):  Je  m^ts  aux  voix  le^ rapport  sous  la  reserve  in- 
diquee  par  M.  lo  President  de  la  delegation  australlenne. 

(Le  rapport,  mis  aux  voix,  est  adopte  a  I'unanimlte) 

LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant, en  anglais;  texte  de  1 f Interpretation 
en  franpais):  Nous  avons  opulse  notrc  ordro  du  jour. 

(La  seanoe  est  levee  a  4:30  p.m.) 
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TTie  United  Nations  Conference  HI/9 

on  International  Organization  June  19»  1946 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Grandl 


AGENDA  FOR  FOURTH  MEETING  OF  COItilSSION  III 
Opera  House ,  June  20,  1945,  10:00  a.m. 


(1)  Consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Rapporteur  of 
Committee  III/l 


ORDR£  DU  JOUR  DE  L^  CUATRIEME  SEANCE  DE  LA  OagTEB^ION  III 
Theatre  de  1» Opera,  le  20  Juln  1945  a  IQhOO 

(1)  Examen  du  rapport  du  Rapporteur  du  Comlte  III/l 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 
on  International  Organization 

Doc.   1149  (ENGLISH) 

III/ll 

June  22,  1945 

COMMISSION  m        Security  CouncU 

VERBATIM  MINUTES  OP  FOURTH  MEETING  OP  COMMISSION  III 
Opera  House,  June  20,  19^5*  1£  a.m. 

PRESIDENT!  (Mr.  Morgenstlerne,  Norway)  Ladies  and  Gentle- 
men, the  fourth  session  of  Commission  III  is  duly  opened. 

Will  you  permit  me  first  to  introduce  to  you  and  to  our 
guests  my  colleagues,  the  officers  of  Commission  III:  the' 
Rapporteur,  His  Excellency  Celso  R.  Velazquez,  Ambassador  of 
Paraguay  to  the  United  States;  and  the  Assistant  Secretary- 
General,  His  Excellency  Julian  R.  C£ceres,  Ambassador  of 
Honduras  to  the  United  States;  and  the  Executive  Officer,  Dr. 
Gray  son  Kirk. 

Commission  III  deals  with  the  all- important  matter  of  the 
Security  Council.  At  previous  meetings  of  the  Commission,  we 
have  adopted  the  reports  of  Committees  2  and  4  and  part  of  the 
report  of  Committee  3*  Today  there  is  before  this  Commission 
the  report  of  Committee  1,  to  which  has  been  assigned  the  mat- 
ters relating  to  structure  and  procedures  of  the  Security 
Council.  Committee  1  has  held  27  meetings,  and  its  four  sub- 
committees have  held  a  total  of  seven  meetings.  The  Committee 
considered  55  amendments  in  all.  While  the  Commission,  as  you 
know,  has  had  many  Important  and  fundamental  matters  bofore  It, 
particular  interest  has  been  aroused  by  the  problem  of  voting 
In  the  Security  Council.  On  behalf  of  the  Commission,  I  want 
to  express  sincere  thanks  to  Committee  1  for  its  arduous  and 
successful  work,  and  quite  particularly  I  want  to  thank  the 
Chairman,  His  Excellency  John  Soflanopoulos,  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs  of  Greece;  the  Rapporteur,  His  Excellency 
Hector  David  Castro,  former  Ambassador  of  El  Salvador  to  the 
United  States;  and  the  Secretary,  Mr.  Paul  G.  Pennoyor.  I  will 
aow  ask  these  gentlemen  to  take  their  seats  at  the  rostrum. 

May  I  ask  the  Rapporteur  to  road  the  roport.  If  it  is 
agreeable  to  you,  Sir,  may  I  suggest  that  you  first  road 
Section  A  of  Chapter  VI,  and  that  we  then  discuss  and  vote  on 
Section  A.  We  might  then  proceed  to  the  subsequent  sections. 

RAPPORTEUR  (Mr,  Castro,  81  Salvador):  Honorable  President 
of  the  Commission,  the  distinguished  Chairman  of  Committee 
III  A.  Ladles  and  Gentlemen.  Before  reading  my  report,  I  want 
to  express  my  deep  appreciation  to  the  Chairman  of  Committee 
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III/l.  the  Honorable  John  Sof lanopoulos ,  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs  of  Greece,  for  his  guidance  and  direction  which  have 
been  most  helpful  to  me  In  my  work.  I  want  also  to  express  my 
appreciation  to  the  Secretary  of  our  Committee,  Mr.  Paul 
Pennoyer,  who  at  all  times  has  been  ready  to  give  me  any  co- 
operation which  I  needed.  The  same  may  be  said  of  the  Assistant 
Secretaries ,  Mr*  Howard  Johnson  and  Mr.  Dvight  Lee.  The  Inter- 
preters have  done  wonderful  work  In  our  Committee.  They  have 
been  always  ready  to  cooperate  with  me,  and  I  want  to  acknow- 
ledge that  cooperation  by  expressing  my  thanks  for  It. 

The  report  Is  divided  Into  four  parts,  the  same  parts  Into 
which  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as  completed 
at  the  Crimea  Conference,  was  divided.  The  first  part  of  tho 
report  refers  to  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  as  completed  at  the  Crimea  Conference. 

(The  Rapporteur  then  read  the  first  part  of  the  report  of 
the  Rapporteur  of  Committee  III/l  on  activities  of  Committee 
III/l  (Structure  and  Procedures  of  the  Security  Council),  con- 
cerning Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  (Doc.  1050) 
as  follows:) 

The  Committee  decided  that  in  caso  tho  Chairman  should 
find  it  necessary  to  be  absent  from  some  of  the  meetings, 
another  Delegate  from  Greece,  the  Honorable  Thanassis  Aghnidos, 
would  act  as  Chairman  pro  tempo re. 

The  first  throe  sessions  were  devoted  to  a  general  discus- 
sion of  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals, 
relative  to  "Composition  of  tho  Security  Council" 

Subcommittee  III /I/A  was  organized  for  a  twofold  purpose: 
First,  to  determine  which  parts  of  Section  Bf  Chapter  VI.  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  should  be  in  tho  program  of  work 
of  Committee  III/l;  and  Second,  to  make  a  classified  list  of 
tho  amendments  to  Section  A,  B,  C,  and  D  proposed  by  tho  various 
delegations , 

The  members  of  Subcommittee  III/1/A  wero  tho  Delegates  of 
China,  El  Salvador,  Prance,  Netherlands,  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics,  United  Kingdom,  and  United  States  of 
America.  Tho  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  was  elected  to  be  Chair- 
man of  the  Subcommittee 

As  tho  result  of  its  work,  Subc64fclttee  III/1/A  recommended: 

a)  that  the  terms  of  reference  respecting  uommittoo  III/l 
be  amended  to  include  the  whole  of  Section  B,  Chapter 
VI; 

b)  that  the  title  of  tho  Terms  of  Reference  respecting 
Committee  III A  be  changed  to  read  "Structure, 
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Procedures,  and  Principal  Functions  and  Powers"; 

c)  that  steps  be  taken  through  proper  channels  to  refer 
this  recommendation  to  the  Secretary  General  and  the 
President  of  the  Conference  for  necessary  action. 

A  classified  list  of  amendments  proposed  by  the  various 
delegations  to  Sections  A,  B,  C,  and  D  of  Chapter  VI  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as  completed  at  the  Crimea  Conference, 
was  prepared  by  the  Secretariat  and  submitted  to  Committee  II I/I- 

The  report  presented  to  Committee  III /I  by  Subcommittee 
III A/A  vas  approved  in  the  third  meeting  of  the  Committee. 

The  amendments  proposed  to  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  referred  to  the  various  sentences  of 
Section  A  and  Included  the  following  questions: 

Total  number  of  members  of  the  Security  Council; 
Whether  or  not  tho  Security  Council  should  have 
permanent  members,  or  semi- perm/men t  members  and, 
if  so,  what  should  bo  the  criterion  for  their 
selection; 

c)  Total  number  of  permanent  members  of  tho  Council; 

d)  Additional  permanent  seats  for  ciertaln  nations; 

e)  Deletion  of  the  words  "in  due  course11,  concerning 
France  as  a  permanent  member; 

f )  Increase  of  the  number  of  non-permanent  members; 

g)  Basis  or  criteria  upon  which  the  selection  of 
non-permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council 
should  be  made.  Several  solutions  were  proposed, 
including  full  equality  for  all  comber  nations, 
geographical  distribution,  rotation,  contribution 
of  the  members  of  the  Organizatijn  toward  the 
maintenance  of  international  pea<se  and  security 
and  toward  the  other  purposes  of  the  Organization, 
guaranties  concerning  the  active  defense  of  inter- 
national order  and  means  to  participate  substan- 
tially In  It,  combinations  of  elements  Including 
population,  industrial  and  economic  capacity t 
future  contributions  in  armed  foroes  and  assistance 
pledged  by  each  member  state,  contributions  ren- 
dered in  the  second  Warrld  War  and  90  on;  also 
special  assignment  of  non-permanent  seats  to  cer- 
tain groups  of  nations; 

h)  Conditions  governing  the  eligibility  of  non- 
permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council  and 
duration  of  their  terms; 

i)  Final  determination  by  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
length  of  tho  terms  for  non-permomoat  members; 

J)  "Appointment",  instead  of  "election11  of  non- 
permanent  members; 

k)  "Reappolntinent"  Instead  of  "Reelection". 
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Of  all  the  modifications  proposed  to  Section  A  of  Chap- 
ter VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  only  two  were  adopted, 
namely:  First,  pursuant  to  the  proposal  of  the  Canadian  Dele- 
gation, to  delete  the  vorde  "In  due  course"  in  the  second  sen* 
tence  of  the  Section;  and  second,  pursuant  to  the  proposal  of 
the  four  sponsoring  powers,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  tho  third 
sentence  of  the  same  Section  A,  the  following  text,  preceded 
by  a  comma:  "due  regard  being  specially  paid,  in  tho  first 
instance  to  the  contribution  of  members  of  the  Organisation 
toward  the  maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security 
and  toward  tho  other  purposes  of  the  Organization,  and  also 
to  equitable  geographical  distribution11. 

The  text  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI.  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  was  approved  by  Committee  III/l  with  the  two  modi- 
fications that  have  just  been  mentioned;  and,  therefore,  the 
text  adopted  by  tho  Committee  is  the  following: 

CHAPTER  VI 
The  Security  Council 

11  SECTION  A.   COMPOSITION.  The  Security  Council  should 
consist  of  one  representative  of  each  of  eleven  members 
of  the  Organization.  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  the  United  Kingdom  of  Oreat  Britain  and  Nor- 
thern Ireland,  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics, 
the  Republics  of  China  and  Prance,  should  have  permanent 
seats.  The  General  Assembly  should  elect  six  states  to 
fill  the  non-permanent  seats,  due  regard  being  specially 
paid,  in  the  first  instance  to  the  contribution  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Organization  toward  the  maintenance  of  in- 
ternational ipor.cc  and  security  and  toward  the  other 
purposes  of  the  Organization,  and  also  to  equitable 
geographical  distribution.  Those  six  states  should 
be  elected  for  a  term  of  two  years,  three  retiring 
each  year.  They  should  not  be  immediately  eligible 
for  reelection.  In  tho  first  election  of  the  non- 
permanent  members  three  should  be  chosen  by  the 
General  Assembly  for  one-year  terms  and  three  for 
two-year  torms. 

PRESIDENT:  I  want  to  thank  you  again,  Dr.  Castro,  for 
your  report.  The  Commission  has  quite  a  heavy  schedule  ahead 
of  it  and  I  was  wondering  whether,  in  order  to  save  time,  we 
might  dispense  with  the  reading  here  of  the  French  text.  The 
French  text  has  been  distributed  to  the  delegations  and,  if 
there  10  no  request  to  the  contrary,  I  will  rule  that  we  dis- 
pense w.Uh  the  reading  of  the  French  text.  Is  there  any  ob- 
jection? There  seems  to  be  none.  Then  we  will  proceed  to  the 
discussion  of  the  part  of  the  report  which  we  have  just  heard. 
The  first  speaker  who  has  signified  his  desire  to  address  the 
Commission  is  Sr.  Oarofa  Robles  of  the  Hex! eon  Delegation,  who 
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vlll  make  a  statement  on  Section  A  of  the  report.  Sr,  Garcia 
Robles. 

MR.  QARCIA  ROBLES:  Mr.  President.  Ladles  and  Gentlemen. 
The  Mexican  Delegation  proposed  an  amendment  In  Committee  1  of 
this  Commission  to  the  section  relating  to  the  composition  of 
the  Security  Council.  The  Intent  of  the  amendment  was  to  state 
clearly  tho  criterion  followed,  first  at  Dumbarton  Oaks  and 
then  here  at  San  Francisco,  for  the  selection  of  the  permanent 
members.  Wo  thought  that  our  amendment  vould  make  the  position 
of  the  permanent  members  stronger  In  the  eyes  of  public  opinion, 
especially  of  public  opinion  of  the  small  countries.  This 
amendment,  nevertheless,  was  not  adopted  by  tho  Committee.  A 
chief  reason  put  forward  against  Its  Inclusion  In  Section  A 
was  that  It  was  not  necessary  to  do  so  because  there  would  cer- 
tainly be  several  speeches  delivered  at  the  meetings  of  the 
Commission  and  at  the  plenary  sessions  clearly  stating  what  we 
had  proposed  to  add  to  Section  A.  In  case  nono  of  the  speakers 
remembers  to  spook  about  this  question,  wo  thought  it  would  be 
convenient  to  moke  tho  short  statement  that  I  am  going  to  read. 

The  Mexican  Delegation,  in  voting  for  the  text  of  tho  ar- 
ticle relating  to  composition  of  the  Security  Council  as  ap- 
proved by  its  Committee  1,  wishes  to  point  out  that  it  does  so 
because  it  considers  this  text  to  be  an  Implicit  application-- 
which  It  would  have  boen  proferablo  to  make  explicit,  as  I 
myself  had  the  occasion  to  state  fully  in  Committee  1  when 
this  point  came  up  for  disoussion--of  the  Juridical  principle 
of  correlation  between  powers  and  duties  which  safeguards  the 
basic  principle  of  oqual  rights  of  all  states. 

The  Mexican  Delegation  Interprets  this  article  as  the 
granting  of  broader  rights  to  those  states  therein  named  to 
hold  permanent  seats  on  the  Security  Council,  principally  foi 
the  reason  that  these  are  the  states  whose  responsibility  for 
the  maintenance  of  peace,  owing  to  circumstances  which  It  Is 
not  pertinent  to  analyse,  "is  greater  In  the  international 
community"  according  to  the  criterion  stated  In  the  work  en- 
titled "Opinion  of  the  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  Mefclco  on 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals'1,  prepared  as  far  back  as  October 
1944  and  submitted  to  this  Conference. 

The  Mexican  Delegation  is  convinced  that  Its  Interpreta- 
tion, the  only  ono  that  It  considers  acceptable  from  a  Juridical 
point  of  vlow,  is  correct  and  unobjectionable,  since  It  Is  sup- 
ported by  many  and  very  recent  official  statements,  made  both 
by  heads  of  states  and  high  officials  of  the  powers  destined  to 
hold  the  permanent  soats  on  the  Council,  as  woll  as  by  several 
delegates  from  such  powers  who  have  expressed  similar  thoughts 
during  the  Son  Proricisco  Conference. 

It  believes  that  It  would  be  unnecessary  to  submit  a  com- 
plete list  of  such  statements,  but  It  does  deem  pertinent  to 

5333  -5- 


108 

make  specific  mention  of  several  essential  paragraphs  of  some 
of  them,  after  a  selection  among  the  more  explicit  and  authori- 
tative. 

These  -paragraphs  are  the  following: 

President  Roosevelt,  in  his.  Postwar  Security  Organization 
Program,  made  known  June  15,  19^4,  asserted: 

"The  hope  of  a  peaceful  and  advancing  world  will  rest 
rost  upon  the  willingness  and  ability  of  the  poaco- 
lovlng  nations,  large  and  small,  bearing  responsibili- 
ties commensurate  with  their  individual  capacities  ,  "To 
work  togetnor  ror  tno  maintenance  or  peace  and  security". 
(The  United  States  and  the  Peace,  Part  I,  p.  11.  ) 

The  said  President  of  this  great  nation,  barely  throo 
months  before  his  untimely  and  universally  mourned  passing 
away,  In  his  annual  Message  to  the  United  States  Congress, 
January  6  of  the  present  year,  insisted: 

"We  cannot  deny  that  power  is  a  factor  in  world  politics 
any  more  than  we  can  deny  its  existence  as  a  factor  in  national 
politics.  But  in  a  democratic  world,  as  in  a  democratic  nation, 
power  must  be  linked  with  responsibility,  and  obliged  to  defend 
ana  justiryTtseir  witnin  tne  rrameworic  of  the  general  good". 
(Toward  the  Peace,  p.  30.) 

Lord  Cranborno,  Secretary  of  State  for  Dominion  Affairs 
of  tho  United  Kingdom,  in  his  address  delivered  beforo  the 
Rouse  of  Lords,  October  11,  19*t4  on  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Plan, 
said: 

"It  places  tho  responsibility  of  international  security 
foursquare  on  tne  shoulders  of^he  nations  pest  able~to 
boar  it".  TBrTETsn  speeches  ojnEEo'Tiay,  voTTTl,  wo.Tl, 


Tho  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  Churchill,  In  anothor  speech  delivered 
February  27,  19*5  in  the  House  of  Commons,  stated: 

"It  is  on  the  great  Powers  that  the  chief  burden  of  main- 
taining peace  and  security  will  Tall".  (Bntian  Speeches 
or  tne  Day,  vol.  HI.  wo,  3.  p.  171,  March 


In  tho  official  statement  released  by  tho  United  States 
Government  May  18  last,  on  the  visit  made  by  the  French  Foreign 
Minister,  Mr.  Bidault,  to  President  Truman,  it  is  said: 

"Tho  President  made  it  abundantly  clear  that  the  American 
people  and  the  American  Government  realize  that  the  French 
nation  .  .  .  has  demonstrated  its  determination  and  its 
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ability  to  resume  its  rightful  and  eminent  place  among 
the  nations  vhioh  will  share  the  largest  measure  of 
responsibility  in  maintoIHIngTEeTuture  peace  of 
gurope  ana  or  tKe  woncr.  (TkenEftTTork  ttl5e57  Hay  19, 


Lastly,  the  Ambassador  of  the  Soviet  Union  to  the  United 
States,  Mr.  A.  A.  Grorayko,  speaking  in  behalf  of  his  Delega- 
tion at  the  tenth  meeting  of  Committee  1  of  this  Commission, 
referring  to  the  special  position  of  the  permanent  members  of 
the  Security  Council,  stated: 

11  .  .  .this  (the  special  position)  corresponds  to  tho 
responsibilities  and  duties  that  would.  t>o  imposeTd  upon 
tnexn  .  IDOC.  ^59,  p.  IT) 

The  Mexican  Delegation,  In  order  to  leave  official  record 
of  tho  interpretation  which,  as  I  have  mentioned  above  and 
supported  by  the  aforesaid  consideration,,  it  gives  to  the 
article  relating  to  composition  of  the  Security  Council  in  so 
far  as  it  refers  to  the  permanent  members  thereof,  desires 
that  the  complete  text  of  this  statement  be  incorporated  in 
the  minutes  of  this  meeting. 

RESIDENT:  The  Chair  recognises  His  Excellency  Pasha 
Sadavl,  the  Chairman  of  the  Egyptian  Delegation,  who  vill  speak 
on  Section  A* 

BADAWI  PASHA  (spooking  in  French;  English  version  as  de- 
livered by  Interpreter  follows):  I  would  like  to  associate 
myself  with  the  tribute  which  has  been  voiced  concerning  the 
work  of  tho  Committee.  Tho  Committee  had  to  deal  with  a  most 
controversial  question,  tho  most  controversial,  perhaps,  of  all 
the  problems  with  which  the  Conference  is  facod:  that  of  the 
"veto"  power. 

Tnc  Committee  has  finished  its  work,  notwithstanding  many 
difficulties.  Although  the  result  may  not  be,  perhaps,  what 
all  wished  for,  those  who  hoped  for  bettor  and  more  far-reaching 
results'  willingly  yielded  their  point  of  view  in  the  hope  that 
a  more  democratic  solution  would  be  found  in  the  future. 

In  connection  with  Chapter  VI,  Section  A,  tne  Egyptian 
Delegation  had  handed  in  an  amendment  concerning,  first  of  all, 
tho  composition  of  the  Security  Council,  and,  secondly,  the 
procedure  for  electing  non-permanent  members.  On  the  first 
point,  they  proposed  increasing  the  number  of  members  of  tho 
Security  Council  from  11  to  14.  That  was  in  itself  a  modest 
request,  but  it  met  with  groat  opposition.  Many  other  dele- 
gations agreed  with  the  idea  of  increasing  the  membership  of 
the  Security  Council,  but  this  was  not  acceptable.  The  Security 
Council,  in  our  view,  would  bo  more  democratic  if  this  amend- 
ment were  adopted  and  would  represent  all  the  groat  regions  of 
the  world.  In  our  opinion,  this  would  not  have  in  any  way 
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diminished  its  capacity  for  acting  very  quickly.  However,  as 
I  said,  the  sponsoring  governments  Insisted  on  the  lover  number 
and  on  the  maintenance  of  their  text.  One  after  tho  other,  all 
the  other  Delegations  withdrew  their  amendments*  Tho  Egyptian 
Delegation,  In  particular,  did  not  insist  on  a  vote  being  taken 
on  thoir  amendment,  out  of  deference  to  tho  great  powers  who 
have  to  bear  tho  responsibility  for  maintaining  peace  anci  secur- 
ity In  the  world. 

But  'the  Egyptian  Delegation  hopes  that  the  groat  powors 
will,  when  suitable  opportunity  arises,  revise  their  opinion  and 
look  upon  the  problem  from  the  point 'of  view  of  pocco  rather 
than  from  tho  point  of  view  of  war. 

In  connection  with  tho  method  of  election  of  non-permanent 
members,  we  think  that  the  method  should  bo  basod  on  geographical 
distribution  by  regions.  The  toxt 'which  has  boon  adopted  contains 
two  criteria  for  tho  election  of  non-permanent  members.  Tho 
first  Is  tho  contribution  of  states  to  tho  maintenance  of  peace 
and  security  and  to  tho  othor  purposes  of  tho  Organization)  the 
second  is  equitable  geographical  distribution.  Thoso  criteria 
are  very  satisfactory  in  theory,  but  in  practice  I  think  they 
should  bo  more  clearly  defined  and  that  the  Assembly  should  lay 
down  rules  for  the  election.  If  tho  Assembly  doos  not  do  this, 
thon  each  state  will  be  free  to  apply  tho  criteria  as  it  sees 
fit,  according  to  its  own  judgment.  You  will  thon  have  all 
tho  hazards  of  a  voto;  you  will  have  temporary  combinations  of 
influence,  all  of  which  is  not  very  reassuring. 

This  matter  was  also  raised  in  othor  committees.  Many  dele- 
gations hoped,  particularly  in  Committee  I I/I,  that  rules  would 
be  adopted  governing  tho  eloction.  Commit too  1 1 /I  has  asked  the 
Coordination  Committee  to  study  the  problem  and  suggest  a  solu- 
tion. Vo  very  much  hopo  that  it  will  do  so,  in  order  that  wo 
may  have  rules  to  guide  tho  General  Assembly  in  tho  application 
of  tho  two  criteria  which  tho  sponsoring  governments  so  wisely 
proposed. 

I  have  another  statement  to  make  in  tho  name  of  the  Delega- 
tions of  Saudi  Arabia,  Egypt,  Iraq,  Lebanon  and  Syria.  The  Corn- 
mi  ttoo  has  votod  in  favor  of  the  deletion  of  tho  words  "in  due 
course"  as  applied  to  Franco  as  a  permanent  member  on  the  Secur- 
ity Council .  Thoso  Delegations  will  not  voto  against  tho  dele- 
tion. They  remember,  however,  the  sad  ovents  which  took  place 
In  Syria  and  that  tho  historical  city  of  Damascus  was  burned. 
They  are  aware  that  Franco  would  have  boen  able  'to  exercise  her 
right  of  voto,  had  tho  Security  Council  boen  In  existence  and 
had  France  occupied  a  permanent  seat.  France  could  have  pre- 
vented tho  application  of  any  enforcement  measures  to  stop  this 
action.  Tho  Arab  nations  would  be  opposed  to  the  deletion  of 
the  words  "in  due  course11  If  they  thought  that  those  acts  wore 
endorsed  by  the  French  people,  who  have  loved  freedom  and  Justice 
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BO  conspicuously  for  such  a  long  time,  and  who  have  suffered 
so  greatly  from  the  war.  How  could  they  believe  that  the  French 
people  before  they  have  recovered  from  tho  war,  during  a  period 
vhen  they  havo  to  dovote  all  their  energy  to  reconstruction, 
would  encourage  aggressive  action  against  a  country,  tho  re pre- 
sentation of  vhlch  they  welcome  so  warmly  at  this  Conference? 
Wo  aro  convinced  that  vhon  tho  French  people  have  an  opportunity 
to  express  their  will,  they  vill  condemn  those  acts  of  aggression 
and  hold  out  a  helping  hand  to  Syria,  to  both  those  countries, 
to  aid  thorn  to  recover  their  freedom,  for  they  aro  two  countries 
of  a  well-known  and  very  high  degrpo  of  civilisation. 

PRESIDENT:  Slnco  no  other  delegate  has  asked  to  address 
the  Commission  on  Section  A,  I  would  ask  whether  thoro  is  any 
further  discussion* 

If  not,  the  Chair  will  entertain  a  motion  for  the  adoption 
of  Section  A. 

I  recognize  the  French  Delegate,  M.  Dejean. 

MR.  DEJEAN  (spooking  in  French;  English  version  as  deliv- 
ered by  Interpreter  follows):  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  you 
to  call  tho  Egyptian  Delegate  to  order  for  having  raised  a  ques- 
tion which  has  no  connection  with  tho  work  of  this  Commission 
in  this  mooting.  Vo  have  not  come  hore  to  bo  provokod;  we  have 
come  hero  to  cooporato  in  a  work  of  world  peace. 

PRESIDENT:  I  recognize  tho  merit  of  the  point  jnado  by  tho 
French  Delegate.  As  the  Commission  will  know,  a  ruling  of  the 
Chair  on  this  point  can  be  appealed  to  tho  Executive  Committee. 
Now,  I  boliovo  that,  at  this  lato  hour,  wo  should  not  take  tho 
chance  of  unduly  prolonging  the  Conforonco  by  having  this  matter 
referred  to  tho  Executive  Committee  and  possibly  returned  to 
the  Commission. 

PASHA  BADAWI  (spooking  In  French;  translation  follows): 
I  should  liko  to  spook. 

PRESIDENT:  May  I  ask,  Sir,  whothor  it  is  to  bo  on  tho  soino 
mottbrT 

PASHA  BADAWI:  Moroly  to  give  on  answer  to  tho  observation 
of  tho  French  Delegate. 

PRESIDENT:  The  Choir  would  very  much  opprecioto  it  if  wo 
could  consider  this  matter  closed  and  proceed  with  our  agenda, 
which  is  still  quite  heavy.  I  would  appeal  to  tho  Egyptian 
Delegate  In  this  sense.  Is  there  any  more  discussion?  As  thoro 
is  none,  I  will  ask  for  o  motion  for  tho  adoption  of  Section  A. 

The  Delegate  of  Australia  bos  moved  the  adoption  of  Section  A 
la  thoro  ofay  second? 
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The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  has  seconded  the  motion 
to  adopt  Section  A.  Will  those  in  favor  please  raise  their 
right  hands.  Any  against?  So  far  as  the  Chair  could  see,  there 
was  one  vote  against  the  adoption  of  Section  A*  The  Section  is 
adopted.  The  Assistant  Secretary-General  will  announce  the 
exact  vote. 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY-GENERAL  (Mr.  Cfccenes,  Honduras): 
In  favor  of  Section  A,  30  votes.  Against,  1  vote. 

MR/  DEJEAN  (speaking  in  Fronch;  English  version  as  deliv- 
ered by  interpreter  follows):  There  has  been  a  mistake.  Tho 
French  Delegate  votod  for,  and  not  against,  the  motion. 

PRESIDENT:  I  of for  my  apologies  to  tho  Fronch  Delegate. 
The  voto  is  therefore  unanimous. 

DELEGATE  OF  SYRIA  (speaking  in  French;  translation  follows): 
I  abstain. 

DELEGATE  OF  SAUDI  /RABIA:  All  tho  Arab  states  abstain. 
DELEGATE  OF  LEBANON:   I  also  abstain. 

PRESIDENT:   I  will  now  ask  tho  Rapporteur  whothor  he  will 
kindly  proceed  with  tho  reading  of  his  report  on  Section  B. 

RAPPORTEUR:  His  Excellency  John  Sof ianopoulos ,  Chairman 
of  Committee  III/l,  announced  that  the  Coordination  Committee 
of  the  Conference  had  approved  tho  proposition  made  by  Com- 
mittee III/l  recommending  that  all  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI, 
of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  should  be  referred  to  this  Com- 
mittee. This  was  done  at  the  thirteenth  meeting  of  Commit toe  III 
and  a  general  discussion  of  Section  B  followed.  After  the  end 
of  this  discussion,  evory  one  of  the  proposed  amendments  to  the 
different  paragraphs  of  Section  B  was  introduced  by  tho  respec- 
tive delegates  and  the  discussion  was  resumed  in  regard  to  each 
proposed  amendment. 

'The  title  of  Section  B  of  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  Is  "Principal  Functions  and  Powers11.  A  single  amend- 
ment was  proposed  to  this  title  consisting  of  the  suppression 
of  the  word  *  Principal ft.  The  proposed  amendment  was  referred 
to  the  Coordination  Committee  as  a  matter  of  drafting. 

Paragraph  1  of  Section  B  reads  as  follows: 

"1.  In  order  to  insure  prompt  and  effective  action 
by  the  Organization,  members  of  the  Organization  should 
by  the  Charter  confer  on  tho  Security  Council  primary 
responsibility  for  tho  maintenance  of  International 
peace  and  security  and  should  agree  that  in  carrying 
out  these  duties  under  this  responsibility  It  should 
act  on  tholr  behalf." 
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Numerous  amendments  vere  proposed  to  this  paragraph. 
All  of  them  referred  to  the  povers  of  the  Security  Council 
as  compared  with,  and  in  relation  to,  the  povers  of  the 
General  Assembly.  The  need  of  determining  with  greater  preci- 
sion the  functions  and  powers  of  the  Security  Council  was 
stressed  in  many  proposed  amendments.  Some  other  propositions 
may  be  briefly  stated  as  follows: 

(a)  That  the  Security  Council  should  report  on  Its 
activities  to  the  General  Assembly; 

(b)  That  the  General  Assembly  should  have  the  power 
to  supervise  the  activities  of  the  Security 
Council  and  to  approve  them  and  make  recommenda- 
tions tending  to  the  observance  of  its  duties; 

(c)  That  the  powers  of  the  Security  Council  should 
be  reduced; 

(d)  That  the  Security  Council  should  not  establish 
or  modify  principles  or  rules  of  law; 

(e)  That  the  primary  responsibility  of  the  Security 
Council  for  the  maintenance  of  international 
peace  and  security  should  be  conferred  upon  It 
in  the  Charter  with  certain  limitations  and  for 
a  term  of  eight  years;  and 

(f )  That  while  the  General  Assembly  should  be  the 
highest  authority  of  the  Organization,  the 
Security  Council  should  not  be  a  moro  executive 
organ  of  same,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  when 
the  General  Assembly  is  not  in  session,  the 
Security  Council  should  have  equal  competonco  in 
matters  concerning  collective  poaco  and  security. 

I  call  the  attention  of  all  the  members  of  the  Commission 
to  the  fact  that  the  word  "Association11  in  subparagraph  (f ) 
should  be  changed  to  "Organization11  so  subparagraph  (f)  should 
read  as  follows:  "That  while  the  General  Assembly  should  be 
the  highest  authority  of  the  Organic ation,  the  Security  Council 
should  not  be  a  mere  executive  organ  of  same,  but  that,  on  tho 
contrary,  when  the  General  Assembly  is  not  in  session,  the 
Security  Council  should  have  equal  oompotence  In  matters  con- 
cerning collective  peace  and  security11. 

The  Rapporteur  continued  his  reading  as  follows: 

Of  all  the  amendment rf  proposed,  only  one  was  adopted  by 
Committee  III/l.  It  was  introduced  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Canada  and  consists  of  an  addition  to  paragraph  1,  Section 
B,  Chapter  VI,  with  the  fpllowing  text: 
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"The  Security  Council  shall  submit  annual  end 
when  necessary,  special  reports  to  the  General 
Assembly  for  Its  consideration." 

With  this  addition,  the  original  text  of  paragraph  1, 
Seotlon  B,  was  finally  adopted  by  Committee  III/l. 

Paragraph  2  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  reads  as  follows: 

"2.  In  discharging  these  duties  the  Security 
Council  should  act  in  accordance  with  the  purposes 
and  principles  of  the  Organization." 

Tvo  amendments  were  proposed  to  paragraph  2.  One  of  thorn 
vas  made  to  the  effect  that  the  Security  Council  should  refrain 
from  making  decisions  that  might  affect  the  territorial 
integrity  and  political  Independence  of  the  states  members  of 
the  Organic at ion*  Controversies  on  matters  of  this  nature 
should  be  referred  to  the  General  Assembly,  either  by  the 
initiative  of  the  Security  Council  or  at  the  request  of  any 
party  to  the  dispute.  The  second  proposed  amendment  vas  made 
for  the  purpose  of  requiring  that  the  Security  Council  should 
act  not  only  in  accordance  with  the  purposes  and  principles 
of  the  Organization,  but  also  in  accordance  vlth  the  Charter 
and  that  no  solution  of  a  controversy  should  be  imposed  upon 
a  state  of  such  a  nature  as  to  Impair  its  confidence  in  its 
future  security  and  welfare.  The  first  proposed  amendment 
vas  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegate  who  regarded  It  as 
a  proposition  in  the  nature  of  an  observation;  and  the  second 
amendment  was  not  accepted  by  Committee  III/l ,  as  a  result 
of  the  vote.  Therefore,  paragraph  2,  Section  B,  remained 
unchanged.  The  original  text  was  approved. 

Paragraph  3,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  is  as  follows: 

H3.  The  specific  powers  conferred  on  the 
Security  Council  in  order  to  carry  out  these  duties 
are  laid  down  in  Chapter  VIII.11 

No  amendments  had  been  proposed  to  this  paragraph;  and 
Committee  III/l  approved  the  original  text  without  change. 

Paragraph  4,  Seotlon  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  is  the  following: 

"4.  All  members  of  the  Organisation  should 
obligate  themselves  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the 
Security  Council  and  to  carry  them  out  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Charter." 
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Several  amendments  to  paragraph  4  vere  presented  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee  by  the  respective*  delegates . 
One  of  them  would  give  to  the  General  Assembly  the  power  to 
revise  the  decisions  of  the  Council;  another  amendment  would 
establish  a  right  of  appeal  for  tho  members  at  the  Organiza- 
tion in  the  case  of  questions  not  calling  for  immediate  ac- 
tion; and  a  third  amendment  would  limit  the  obligation  of  tho 
states  members  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council 
to  only  such  decisions  as  may  be  taken  under  Chapter  VIII  of 
tho  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals. 

None  of  the  amendments  proposed  was  adopted  by  Committee 
III/l.  Several  questions  of  drafting  were  accepted  only  for 
submission  to  the  Coordination  Committee  of  the  Conference. 
After  a  vote  was  taken,  paragraph  4  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI, 
of  the  Dumbarton  Ooks  Proposals,  was  adopted  by  Committee  III/l 
in  Its  original  form. 

Paragraph  5  of  the  some  Section  B  of  Chapter  VI  has  the 
following  text: 

11 5.  In  order  to  promote  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  International  peaco  and  security  with 
the  least  diversion  of  the  world's  human  and  economic 
resources  for  armaments,  the  Security  Council,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee  referred  to 
in  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraph  9,  should  have 
the  responsibility  for  formulating  plans  for  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  system  of  regulation  ef  armaments  for 
submission  to  the  members  of  the  Organization.11 

A  proposition  to  amend  the  text  of  paragraph  5  to  the 
effect  that  the  production  of  armomontb  should  be  reserved 
exclusively  to  governments  hod  been  presented;  but  it  was 
not  adopted  by  the  Committee.  After  a  vote  was  taken,  the 
original  text  of  paragraph  5*  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  was  approved  by  Committee  III/l  with— 
out  any  change. 

The  addition  of  several  paragraphs  to  Section  B  of 
Chapter  VI  had  been  proposed.  Some  of  these  amendments 
were  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegates.  As  a  conse- 
quence, only  two  amendments  were  discussed  by  the  Committee* 
The  first  one  was  intended  to  give  to  the  Security  Council 
the  power  to  enforce  the  execution  of  final  decisions  of  tho 
Permanent  Court  of  International  Justice  or  of  any  other 
tribiinal  whose  Jurisdiction  in  the  matter  has  been  recognized 
by  tho  states  who  are  parties  to  the  dispute.  The  second 
amendment  referred  to  the  participation  of  the  Security 
Council  in  the  process  of  election  of  Judges  for  the  Permanent 
Court  of  International  Justice,  which  should  be  done  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Statute  of  the  Court.  The  first  amendment  wop 
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not  adopted  by  Committee  III/l  after  a  vote  vas  taken.  The 
second  amendment,  which  was  proposed  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Norway,  was  unanimously  adopted  and  Is  as  follows: 

"6.  The  Security  Council  shall  participate  In 
the  election  of  the  judges  of  the  International  Court 
of  Justice  In  accordance  with  the  Statute  of  the 
Court." 

In  this  manner,  the  consideration  of  Section  B,  Chapter 
VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  came  practically  to  an 
end  in  Committee  III/l  at  the  fourteenth  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee. There  were,  however,  three  amendments,  the  considera- 
tion of  which  had  been  postponed  by  the  Committee  until 
Committee  II/2  had  completed  its  work  on  proposed  amendments 
to  Chapter  V,  Section  B.   The  first  amendment  referred  to 
paragraph  1,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  and  was  intended  to  limit  to  a  term  of  eight  years 
the  primary  responsibility  of  the  Security  Council  for  the 
maintenance  of  International  peace  and  security.  The  other 
two  amendments  concerning  paragraph  4  of  Section  B  were 
intended  to  give  to  the  General  Assembly  the  power  to  review 
the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council  and  also  to  recognize 
a  right  of  appeal  to  the  members  of  the  Organization  before 
the  General  Assembly  In  the  case  of  questions  vhat  do  not 
call  for  immediate  action.  At  the  twenty-firso:  meeting  of 
Committee  III/l,  held  on  June  13,  19^5,  the  first  proposed 
amendment  was  submitted  to  a  vote  and  was  lost.  The  other 
two  amendments  were  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegates. 

The  text  of  Section  B,  as  approved  by  the  Committee, 
Including  the  Canadian  amendment,  reads  as  follows: 

"Section  B.   Principal  Functions  and  Powers. 

1.  In  order  to  insure  prompt  and  effective 
action  by  the  Organization,  members  of  the  Organi- 
zation should  by  the  Charter  confer  on  tho  Security 
Council  primary  responsibility  for  the  maintenance 
of  international  peace  and  security  and  should 
agree  that  in  carrying  out  these  duties  under  this 
responsibility  it  should  act  on  their  behalf.  The 
Security  Council  shall  submit  annual,  and  when 
necessary,  specTar"reports  TxT  tne  general  Assembly 
for  its "consideration. 

2.  In  discharging  these  duties  the  Security 
Council  should  act  in  accordance  with  the  purposes 
and  principles  of  the  Organization. 

3.  The  specific  powers  conferred  on  the 
Security  Council  in  order  to  carry  out  these  duties 
ore  laid  down  In  Chapter  VIII* 
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4.  All  members  of  the  Organization  should 
obligate  themselves  to  accept  the  decisions  of  tho 
Security  Council  and  to  carry  them  out  In  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  Charter. 

5.  In  order  to  promote  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security  with 
the  least  diversion  of  the  world's  human  and  economic 
resources  for  armaments,  the  Security  Council,  with 
the  assistance  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee  re- 
ferred to  in  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraph  9, 
would  havo  the  responsibility  for  formulating  plans 
for  the  establishment  of  a  system  of  regulation  of 
armaments  for  submission  to  tho  members  of  the 
Organization. 

6.  The  Security  Council  shall  participate 

in  the  election  of  the  judges  of  tho  International 
Court  of  Justice  in  accordance  with  the  Statute  of 
the  Court." 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Rapporteur.  No  delegate  has 
asked  to  speak  on  Section  B.  Is  there  any  discussion  of  the 
Section? 

If  there  is  no  objection,  I  would  suggest  that  we  consider 
Section  B  unanimously  adopted.  No  objection?  Then  Section  B 
has  been  unanimously  adopted. 

I  will  call  upon  the  Rapporteur  to  kindly  proceed  with 
the  reading  of  the  report.  We  will  now  hear  Section  C  of  the 
report . 

RAPPORTEUR:  A  general  discussion  of  Section  C,  Chapter 
VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as  completed  at  the  Crimea 
Conference,  began  at  the  Ninth  Meeting  of  Committee  III/l  and 
continued  through  the  next  two  meetings  of  the  Committee. 

The  text  of  Section  C  is  as  follows: 
Section  £.  Voting 

1.  Each  member  of  the  Security  Council  should 
have  one  vote. 

2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  pro- 
cedural matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative 
vote  of  seven  members. 

3.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all 
other  matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote 
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of  seven  members  Including  the  concurring  votos  of 
the  permanent  members;  provided  that,  in  decisions 
under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  and  under  the  second 
sentence  of  paragraph  1  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C, 
a  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain  from  voting. 

The  proposed  amendments  refer  to  paragraphs  2  and  3 
of  Section  C.  The  interest  shown  by  all  delegations  in 
Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  as 
completed  at  the  Crimea  Conference,  has  prompted  mo  to 
annex  to  this  Report  the  complete  texts  of  the  amendments 
to  that  Section  put  forward  by  the  following  Delegations: 
Australia,  Brazil,  Canada,  Cuba,  Ecuador,  Egypt,  El  Salvador, 
Ethiopia,  Franco,  Greece,  Guatemala,  Iran,  Netherlands,  Norway 
Philippine  Commonwealth,  Uruguay,  and  Venezuela. 

France  had  presented  on  amendment  but,  since  it  Indi- 
cated in  the  memorandum  which  accompanied  its  amendments 
that,  during  the  period  which  would  follow  the  war,  the 
maintenance  of  peace  would  depend  abovo  all  upon  the  agree- 
ment of  the  great  powers  and  that  therefore  it  would 
refrain  from  proposing  anything  that  might  eventually 
Jeopardize  such  agreement,  Franco,  in  tho  course  of  tho 
debate,  adhered  to  the  text  of  Yalta. 

Arguments  were  advanced  by  many  delegates  in  the  Com- 
mittee against  the  proposed  text,  and  particularly  against 
that  part  which  would  bring  the  procoduro  of  pacific  set- 
tlement (Chapter  VIII,  Section  A)  within  tho  operation  of 
the  unanimity  requirement  of  the  permanent  member s  of  the 
Security  Council. 

At  the  ninth  meeting  of  Committee  III/l  the  Honorable 
Delegate  of  New  Zealand  raised  the  question  as  to  the 
"veto  power"  of  the  permanent  members  of  the  Security 
Council  with  respect  to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A.  He  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  representatives  of  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments might  be  willing  to  give  a  full  explanation  concerning 
this  matter.  The  ensuing  debate  on  this  point  was  inconclu- 
sive and,  therefore,  the  Committee  agreed  to  appoint  a  Sub- 
committee (III/1/B),  including  Delegates  of  Australia,  Cuba, 
Egypt,  Greece,  Netherlands,  the  Rapporteur,  and  the  Delegates 
of  the  sponsoring  governments  and  France,  in  order  to  clarify 
the  doubts  that  had  arisen  in  the  course  of  the  discussion* 

At  the  first  meeting  of  the  Subcommittee  it  was 
decided  that  questions  concerning  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
which  members  of  the  Subcommittee  other .than  the  representa- 
tives of  the  sponsoring  governments  night  be  prepared  to 
submit,  should  be  presented  to  the  Secretariat,  which  would 
endeavor  to  sort  them,  to  eliminate  duplicates  and  to 
present  a  complete  document  embodying  such  questions.  In 


5333  -16- 


119 

this  manner,  a  questionnaire  was  prepared  and  presented  on 
Nay  22,  19^5  to  the  representatives  of  the  sponsoring 
governments  on  the  Subcommittee.  The  answer  to  that 
questionnaire  vas  received  by  the  Subcommittee  on  June  7, 
19*15  in  the  form  of  a  joint  and  unanimous  statement  by  the 
Delegations  of  the  sponsoring  governments  to  which  the 
acquiescence  of  France  had  been  secured, 

Tho  texts  of  both  the  questionnaire  and  the  statement 
are  attached  to  this  report  (Docs.  855  and  852). 

After  receiving  the  documents  which  I  have  Just  men- 
tioned, the  discussion  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  was 
resumed  In  Committee  III/l  at  its  sixteenth  mooting  with 
particular  regard  to  the  questions  presented  to  the  spon- 
soring powers  and  to  the  statement  prepared  by  thorn  in 
answer  to  such  questions.  Very  important  addresses  were 
delivered  In  favor  o'f  and  against  the  so-called  "voto  power11. 

For  summaries  of  the  addresses  by  the  various  delega- 
tions on  this  subject  reference  Is  made  to  summary  reports 
of  Committee  III/l  for  the  l6th,  17th,  18th.  19th,  and  20th 
meetings  (Docs.  897,  922,  936,  956,  and  967).  A  written 
comment  on  the  statement  of  the  fo\u?  sponsoring  powers  was 
also  presented  by  the  Australian  Delegate  and  at  his  request 
was  annexed  to  the  minutes  of  the  sixteenth  meeting  of  Com- 
mittee III/l  (see  Doc.  897). 

In  the  course  cf  the  debate  a  number  of  delegations 
Indicated  that  thoy  would  be  mere  favorably  Inclined  to  the 
acceptance  of  the  proposed  provisions  for  voting  if  tho 
revision  of  the  Charter  by  another  conference  of  the 
United  Nations  is  made  possible.  They  expressed  the  hope 
that  such  a  revision  of  the  Charter  will  not  be  subject  to 
tho  rule  of  unanimity  of  the  permanent  members  of  the 
Security  Council* 

In  addition,  there  was  some  discussion  of  the  offoct 
of  abstention  from  voting  by  members  of  tho  Council,  and 
particularly  of  abstention  from  voting  by  permanent  members, 
as  required  by  paragraph  3,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  upon  tho 
Council  fs  ability  to  carry  out  its,  functions  of  pacific 
settlement  under  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII.  Thie  discussion, 
including  the  remarks  made  by  the  U.  S.  Delegate,  is  sum- 
marised in  the  minutes  of  the  20th  meeting  (Doc.  967). 

The  Australian  amendment,  which  was  Intended  to  exclude 
from  the  exercise  of  the  "veto  power"  any  decisions  of  the 
Security  Council  concerning  pacific  settlement,  was  finally 
submitted  to  the  vote  of  Committee  IH/1.  Owing  to  the 
foot  that  some  of  the  provisions  contained  in  the  original 
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Australian  amendment  had  been  taken  care  of  In  another  com- 
mittee, the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Australia  reworded  his 
amendment  as  follows: 

"Add  the  following  at  the  end  of  Chapter  VI,  Sec- 
tion C,  paragraph  2: 

"Decisions  made  by  the  Security  Council  in 
the  exercise  of  any  of  its  duties,  functions, 
and  powers  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A, 
shalD  be  deemed  to  be  decisions  on  pro- 
cedural matters." 

I  make  a  special  reference  to  the  result  of  the  vote 
on  the  Australian  amendment  because  it  was  considered  as  a 
test  case  for  the  other  amendments  proposed  in  regard  to 
Section  C,  Chapter  VI.   The  other  amendments,  in  fact,  con- 
stituted a  greater  departure  from  the  original  text  of 
Section  C  than  was  implied  in  the  Australian  amendment.   Tho 
consensus  of  Committee  III/l  was  mode  perfectly  clear  in 
this  respect;  and  for  this  reason,  the  other  amendments 
were  not  submitted  to  a  vote,  although  only  a  ^few  of  them 
were  -specifically  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegates. 

Tho  Australian  amendment  was  lost  by  the  following 
vote  taken  at  the  19th  meeting  on  June  \'d,  19^5:   10  affirma- 
tive, 20  negative,  and  15  abstentions. 

The  affirmative  votes  were  those  of:  Australia,  Brazil, 
Chile,  Colombia,  Cuba,  Iran,  Mexico,  Netherlands,  Now  Zealand, 
Panama. 

The  negative  votes  were  those  of:   Byelorussian  S.S.R., 
China,  Costa  Rica,  Czechoslovakia,  Denmark,  Domini nun 
Republic,  Prance,  Honduras,  Lebanon,  Liberia,  Nicaragua, 
Norway,  Philippine  Commonwealth,  Ukrainian  S.S.R.,  Union 
of  South  Africa,  U.S.S.R.,  United  Kingdom,  U.S.A.,  Uruguay, 
Yugoslavia. 

The  abstentions  were  those  of:  Argentina,  Belgium, 
Bolivia,  Canada,  Ethiopia,  Greece,  Guatemala,  India,  Iraq, 
Luxembourg,  Peru,  Saudi  Arabia,  Syria,  Turkey>  Venezuela. 

The  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  stated  at  the  next  meet- 
Ing  of  Committee  III/l  that  ho  regretted  that  ho  was  unable 
to  be  present  when  the  vote  on  the  Australian  amendment 
was  taken  and  that,  if  he  had  been  present,  he  would  have 
voted  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

The  original  text  of  Section  C  was  then  put  to  a  vote 
at  the  20th  meeting  on  June  13,  19^5 .  This  was  dono  by  a 
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show  of  hands  concerning  paragraphs  1  and  2.  The  voto  on 
paragraph  3  was  taken  by  roll-call  due  to  a  motion  presontod 
by  the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Belgium. 

Paragraph  1  of  Section  C  was  adopted  unanimously  by  an 
affirmative  vote  of  33. 

Paragraph  2  of  Section  C  was  adopted  by  30  affirmative 
votes  to  1  negative  vote. 

Paragraph  3  of  Section  C  was  adopted  by  a  roll-call 
vote  which  was  regl  stored  as  follows:  30  affirmative  and  2 
negative  votes,  15  abstentions,  and  3  absences. 

The  affirmative  votes  wore  those  of  Brazil,  Byelorussian 
S.S.R.,  Canada,  China,  Costa  Rica,  Czechoslovakia,  Denmark, 
Dominican  Republic,  Ethiopia,  Prance,  Greece,  Honduras,  India, 
Iraq,  Lebanon,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Nicaragua,  Norway,  Philippine 
Commonwealth,  Syria,  Turkey,  Ukrainian  S,,S.R.,  Union  of  South 
Africa,  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  United  Kingdom, 
United  States  of  America,  Uruguay,  Venezuela,  end  Yugoslavia. 

The  negative  votes  were  thoso  of  Colombia  and  Cuba. 
The  respective  delegates  presented  written  statements  explain- 
ing their  attitude. 

The  abstentions  were  those  of  Argentina,  Australia, 
Belgium,  Bolivia,  Chile,  Egypt,  El  Salvador,  Guatemala,  Iran, 
Mexico,  Netherlands,  New  Zealand,  Panama,  Paraguay,  and  Peru. 

The  absent  representatives  were  those  of  Ecuador,  Haiti, 
and  Saudi  Arabia.  The  Delegate  of  Haiti  subsequently  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  Chairman  stating  that  he  had  been  unavoid- 
ably absent,  but  if  present  would  have  voted  favorably. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  the  end  of  Section  C  of  my  report. 
PRESIDENT:  Thank  you,  sir. 

Pour  delegates  have  notified  the  Chair  that  they  want  to 
speak  on  Section  C.  I  recognize  as  first  speaker  the  Delegate 
of  Australia,  Dr.  Eyatt. 

DR.  EVATT:  Mr,  President,  Fellow  Delegatrs,  Ladles  and 
Gentlemen.  Section  C  which  we  are  now  discussing  is  a  section 
of  vital  Importance.  One  of  the  central  features  of  our 
Conference  has  been  the  question  of  voting  procedure  in  the 
Security  Council.  It  involves  the  great  question  of  the  veto 
of  the  five  permanent  members.  The  representatives  of  the 
great  powers  who  met  at  Dumbarton  Oaks  were  thomselves  unable 
to  agree  UDOH  a  formula  covering  this  point  and  It  was  only 
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subsequently  at  the  Crimea  Conference  that  a  formula  was 
decided  upon.  Under  this  formula,  decisions  of  tho  Council  on 
procedural  matters  require  an  affirmative  voto  of  any  seven 
members  of  the  Council.  Other  decisions,  vhich  ve  might  call 
decisions  on  matters  of  substance,  roqulro  not  merely  a 
majority  of  seven  members,  but  the  concurring  votes  of  all  tho 
permanent  members  of  tho  Council.  That  moans,  of  course,  that 
each  of  the  five  permanent  members  of  tho  Council  possesses 
the  right  to  prevent  any  decision  of  the  Council  being  reached. 
And  that  is  why  the  right  implied  in  this  formula  has  bean 
called  the  "veto". 

Some  objection  was  taken  to  using  tho  name  "veto",  but 
the  name  Is  quite  ac  accurate  description  of  the  right  Itself. 
Mr.  Grew,  the  Under-Secret ary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
in  his  interpretation  of  this  document,  used  tho  term  "veto" 
in  referring  to  the  same  right.  Therefore,  It  is  an  accurate 
description  of  what  is  involved  in  the  formula. 

It  is  very  Important,  Mr.  President,  to  understand  that 
If  the  five  powers  out  of  a  Council  of  eleven  members,  of  which 
six  are  non-permanent,  act  unitedly  on  any  matter,  they  can 
defeat  any  proposal  quite  irrespective  of  their  "veto"  right. 
That  it  to  say,  if  the  five  permanent  members  are  united  and 
oppose  any  proposal,  whether  it  is  on  procedure  or  substance, 
they  can  defeat  it.  However,  the  provision  requiring  unanimity 
of  the  great  powers  In  affirmative  votes  on  matters  other  than 
procedure  mean&  that  each  one  of  the  five  powers  can  prevent 
a  decision  being  reached  even  though  ten  out  of  the  eleven 
members  favor  euch  a  decision.  The  only  exception  to  the 
general  rule  is  that  parties  to  a  dispute,  including  the  groat 
powers,  are  debarred  from  voting  in  decisions  under  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  A,  dealing  with  pacific  settlement,  and  also  in 
decisions  under  Chapter  VITI,  Section  C,  paragraph  1,  dealing 
with  the  settlement  of  local  disputes  through  regional  arrange- 
ments or  agencies. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  although  there  were  amendments 
covering  broader  matters,  and  there  was  a  broader  attack 
on  the  veto,  the  main  debate  in  the  Committee  has  centered 
around  the  meaning  of  the  term  "procedural  matters".  As  I 
have  explained,  the  veto  is  not  applicable  to  matters  which 
can  be  settled  by  the  affirmative  vote  of  any  seven  out  of 
the  eleven  members. 

It  Is  clear  then  that. if  this  phrase  "procedural"  matters" 
is  defined  narrowly,  the  veto  power  of  each  permanent  member 
is  correspondingly  widened.  If  "procedural  matters"  is  given 
a  wider  and  more  liberal  definition,  the  veto  power  of  each 
permanent  member  is  correspondingly  narrowed. 

The  view  of  the  Australian  Delegation,  supported  by  many 
other  delegations,  has  been  that  the  scopo  of  the  veto  power 
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should  be  as  restricted  as  possible  so  that  no  one  great  power 
could  by  Its  Individual  action  block  Council  decisions*  That 
is  the  crux  of  the  matter.  From  the  start  of  the  debate  in  the 
Committee  the  Australian  Delegation  stated  that,  in  existing 
circumstances,  it  was  reluctantly  propared  to  accept  the  veto 
under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  dealing  with  enforcement  action. 
That  section  relates  to  questions  of  peace  and  war,  and  to 
the  maintenance  of  security  by  the  application  of  economic, 
diplomatic,  and  military  sanctions.  It  is  understandable  that 
unanimity  may  reasonably  be  required  when  the  Council  has  to 
make  a  decision  to  use  force,  since  the  permanent  members  of 
the  Council  will  be  expected  to  take  a  prominent  part  in  the 
application  of  force.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Australian 
Delegation  has  argued  throughout  that  the  voto  should  not  bo 
applied  to  decisions  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A.  That  section- 
deals  with  the  pacific  settlement  of  disputes,  or  the  process 
which  in  my  view  is  more  appropriately  described  as  concilia- 
tion. Under  the  present  text,  however,  any  groat  powor  not  a 
party  to  the  dlsputo  can  block  action  by  the  Council  to 
conciliate  disputes  oven  though  both  parties  to  the  dispute  and 
the  remaining  ten  members  of  the  Council  deslro  the  Council  to 
act.  And  that  has  seemed  and  still  seems  to  us  to  be  an 
indefensible  position.  Nothing  which  haa  been  said  hero  during 
the  course  of  debate  has  led  us  to  change  our  minds  on  that 
point. 

In  a  sentence,  our  view  is  this,  Mr,  President,  that 
conciliation,  or  peaceful  means  of  settling  a  dispute,  should 
be  regarded  not  as  G  power  of  the  Council  but  as  tho  duty  of 
the  Council  because  by  such  moans  the  dispute  may  bo  composed 
and  the  use  of  force  may  be  prevented. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  repeat  in  detail  the 
history  of  the  debates  before  the  Committee.  Members  of  the 
Committee  are  quite  aware  that  when  it  opened  the  great 
powers  were  Invited  to  throw  light  upon  bhe  procise  meaning 
of  the  Yalta  formula,  particularly  in  relation  to  the  Important 
question  of  the  application  of  the  phrase  "procedural  matters", 
where  no  veto  can  be  exercised.  One  great  powor  responded 
arid  gave  an  Interpretation.  Our  Delegation  took  the  view  that 
the  strict  meaning  of  the  words  was  not  covered  by  the  reply 
given,  and  the  Committee  decided  to  set  up  a  subcommittee  to 
help  clarify  the  meaning,  as  Dr.  Castro  points  out  in  his  very 
valuable  report. 

What  happened  was  this:  the  subcommittee  submitted  a 
questionnaire  to  the  sponsoring  governments,  and,  after  con- 
siderable time  a  general  reply  was  given  and  that  document  is 
embodied  in  th:'.s  report.  I  want  to  stress  that  that  reply  has 
not  in  any  senne  been  endorsed  either  by  the  Subcommittee  or 
by  the  Committee.  It  has  merely  been  incorporated  in  tho 
records  and  mode  on  annex  to  the  Rapporteur's  report. 
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Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  if  there  had  been  no  close 
questioning  in  the  Committee  on  this  important  matter  it  could 
have  been  claimed  that  on  the  strict  interpretation  of  the 
words,  no  dispute  could  even  have  come  before  the  Council • 
No  dispute  could  ever  have  reached  the  Council  in  relation  to 
conciliation  if  a  permanent  member  not  a  party  to  the  dispute 
had  objected.  And  the  answer  given  by  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments makes  one  point  very  clear:  in  their  view,  such  a 
dispute  can  be  brought  before  the  Council,  it  can  be  "consider- 
ed and  discussed11,  to  use  the  words  of-  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments' document.  In  that  sense --and  I  think  the  words  are 
used  in  a  limited  sense- -there  can  be  a  hearing.  But  tho 
moment  the  Council  decides  to  do  anything  positive  about  the 
matter,  still  under  the  general  jurisdiction  of  conciliating 
the  parties,  if  it  is  proposed,  for  example,  to  set  up  a 
committee  to  investigate  the  dispute  or  to  make  a  recommendation 
as  to  how  the  dispute  should  be  settled,  then  the  veto  applies • 
If  anything  positive  of  that  character  is  proposed,  even  at  an 
early  stage  of  the  dispute,  one  power  out  of  eleven  can  say, 
"The  Council  must  not  go  any  further." 

It  is  true,  Mr.  President,  that  the  reply  represents  a 
substantial  advance  on  the  strictest  interpretation,  tho 
narrowest  interpretation,  of  the  Yalta  formula.  Consideration 
and  discussion  is  all  to  the  good. 

It  is  our  view,  however,  and  we  hold  it  strongly,  that 
consideration  and  discussion  ore  not  enough  and  that  the  veto 
should  not  be  applicable  to  any  of  the  processes  of  peaceful 
settlement,  that  is,  of  conciliation.  That  is  not  only  the 
view  of  the  Australian  Delegation  but  of  many  other  delegations 
which  supported  It  either  by  voting  against  tho  formula  or  by 
abstaining  from  voting „  It  is  perfectly  obvious  from  this 
document  which  contains  the  detailed  account  of  the  voting 
that  the  majority  of  the  members  of  this  Conference  do  not 
approve  of  the  veto  being  applicable  to  the  processes  of 
conciliation. 

My.  President,  as  the  reply  of  the  sponsoring  governments 
has  been  included  In  the  Rapporteur's  report  and  stands  un- 
challenged before  this  meeting,  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  out- 
line briefly  to  the  Commission  for  the  public  record  the 
analysis  of  that  reply  which  was  made  by  our  Delegation  and  was 
circulated  to  the  Committee,  Our  answering  document  was  excluded 
from  the  report  after  discussion  In  the  Committee  and  by  a 
majority,  I  believe,  of  one. 

In  our  view,  the  interpretation  given  In  the  sponsoring 
governments'  joint  Statement  Is  not  based  on  any  consistent 
principle.  In  some  respects  it  is  unduly  narrow,  In  others, 
perhaps  surprisingly  wide.  For  Instance,  an  Interpretation  on 
another  section  of  the  Charter  treats  matters  as  procedural 
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vhlch  might  strictly  bo  regarded  as  matters  of  substance.  The 
answer  of  the  sponsoring  governments  deals  directly  vlth  only 
one  of  the  twenty-two  questions  contained  In  the  Questionnaire 
presented  through  the  Subcommittee.  Tho  reply,  fbr  the  most 
part.  Is  In  general  terms.  As  a  result,  although  the  Implied 
answer  given  to  some  of  the  questions  Is  reasonably  clear,  In 
others  the  matter  Is  left  altogether  at  large.  In  a  few 
Instances,  ve  submit  that  the  correctness  of  the  answer  Is  open 
to  grave  question.  For  Instance,  under  paragraphs  3  and  4 
of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  the  conciliation  chapter  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  text,  the  Security  Council  was  not  merely  em- 
powered but  was  Imperatively  required  to  take  a  particular 
course  of  action.  That  Is  to  say,  a  duty  was  Imposed  upon  the 
Security  Council  In  relation  to  certain  matters  affecting 
conciliation.  In  our  view,  wherever  the  Council's  power  Is 
associated  with  a  duty  to  exercise  it,  the  decision  of  the 
Council  is  limited  to  questions  of  time  and  method,  and  could, 
and  should,  fairly  be  treated  as  procedural  and  therefore  not 
subject  to  the  veto.  However,  the  joint  statement  plainly 
treats  all  these  decisions  as  subject  to  the  veto. 

It  is  our  submission,  too,  that  the  statement  gives  no 
weight  to  the  fact  that  Section  A  of  Chapter  8,  still  tho 
conciliation  chapter,  is  devoted  almost  wholly  to  the  choice 
of  one  or  another  of  a  number  of  steps  which  were  described 
In  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  text  itself  as  procedures  for  the  peace- 
ful settlement  of  disputes.  If  they  were  described  as 
procedures,  there  is  some  ground  for  regarding  the  decisions 
to  which  they  relate  as  being  procedural  matters. 

Mr.  President,  the  net  effect  of  the  joint  statement  is 
that  consideration  and  discussion  by  the  Council  cannot  be 
blocked,  but  in  ordinary  speech  "consideration11  would  include 
calling  for  reports,  hearing  witnesses,  evon  appointing  a 
commission  of  investigation.  But  clearly,  under  the  reply  of 
the  sponsoring  governments,  the  veto  Is  applicable  to  a  decision 
to  use  any  of  these  last-mentioned  procedures.  In  short  we 
submit  that,  in  substance,  without  veto,  the  Council  can  only 
discuss  whether  a  dispute  ought  to  be  fully  discussed.  It  can 
only  Investigate  whether  a  dispute  ought  to  be  fully 
investigated, 

Now,  Mr.  President,  the  argument  put  forward  in  support 
of  that  position  in  the  joint  statement  is  that  all  decisions 
subsequent  to  consideration  and  discussion— I  am  quoting— "may 
well  have  major  political  consequences  and  may  even  initiate  a 
chain  of  events  which  might,  in  the  end,  require  the  Council 
under  its  responsibilities  to  invoke  measures  of  enforcement 
under  Section  B,  Chapter  VX1X11.  That  is  the  argument:  when 
a  dispute  comes  into  existence,  a  chain  of  evonts  may  follow 
from  the  moment  the  Security  Council  is  required  to  adopt  a 
course  of  procedure  in  the  preliminary  state,  right  through  the 
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various  processes  until  the  stage  is  reached  when  it  might 
be  decided  by  the  Council  that  actual  force  shall  be  used  in 
order  to  prevent  any  danger  to  international  peace  or  security. 
Nov  that  is  all  perfectly  true  and  correct.  It  may.  And, 
Mr.  President,  it  is  for  that  very  reason  that,  in  our  sub- 
mission, the  exercise  by  one  power  of  its  right  to  block 
conciliation  of  the  dispute — even  where  both  disputants  ask 
for  conciliation- -could  prevent  the  dispute  from  being  composed 
at  the  earlier  stage.  By  preventing  the  dispute  from  being 
settled  and  composed,  the  chain  of  events  may  go  on  until 
serious  consequences  In  the  way  of  a  breach  of  the  peace  may 
occur. 

In  other  words,  we  accept  that  argument  but  we  draw  a 
different  conclusion  from  it.  An  analogy  can  be  given  to  it, 
Mr.  President,  In  connection  with  great  industrial  disputes. 
We  know  how  at  times  they  have  convulsed  our  countries  and 
led  to  great  crises  and  even,  on  occasions,  to  the  use  of 
violence.  In  our  country  conciliation  of  disputants  in  an 
Industrial  dispute  Is  not  treated  merely  as  a  power  to  be 
exercised  or  not  at  the  will  of  the  conciliator;  under  our 
statute  law,  it  is  the  duty  and  obligation  of  the  conciliation 
board  or  court  to  endeavor  to  compose  the  parties  to  the 
industrial  dispute  lest  it  should  develop  and  Interfere  with 
production,  distribution,  and  the  life  of  the  country.  I 
submit  that  this  supplies  a  fair  analogy  to  international 
disputes.  The  great  thing  is  to  prevent  their  becoming  fraught 
with  consequences  which  might  entail  the  actual  use  of  force. 
We  maintain  that  the  Security  Council  should  not  treat  con- 
ciliation, or  th6  pacific  settlement  of  disputes  as  a  power 
to  be  exercised  at  its  discretion,  still  less  at  the  discretion 
of  any  one  of  the  five  permanent  members. 

Mr.  President,  In  our  view,  the  interpretation  given  to 
the  phrase  "procedural  matters"  In  the  joint  reply  leaves  the 
position  uncertain  and  confused,  and  sooner  or  later  we  think 
that  the  International  Court  of  Justice  should  be  asked  to 
give  Its  opinion  upon  the  question  of  interpretation  involved. 
If  not,  and  if  the  veto  power  is  used  improperly  or  unfairly, 
it  will  be  necessary  subsequently  to  ask  for  an  amendment  of 
the  Charter  and  that  is  a  slow  and  difficult  process.  The 
report  read  by  Dr.  Castro  correctly  points  out  that  members 
of  the  Committee  who  object,  to  the  veto  on  conciliation  took 
the  view  that  If  the  veto  on  constitutional  amendment,  which 
is  possessed  by  each  ope  of  the  five  powers  was  modified,  or 
removed,  then  it  would  be  easier  to  accept  the  veto  on 
conciliation  processes.  However,  as  we  now  know,  that  veto 
can  be  applied  to  the  constitutional  process  of  amendment . 
That  is  why  the  whole  question  is  of  great  Importance. 

Mr.  President,  the  vote  has  been  taken.  The  decision  of 
the  Committee  has  been  given.  And  I  think  it  is  proper  to 
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express  the  hope  that  during  the  next  fev  years  eaoh  and  every 
one  of  the  great  powers  vill  demonstrate  to  the  world,  and  to 
the  United  Nations,  by  their  action  in  the  Council  that  they 
will  not  in  practice  exercise  to  the  full  the  veto  right  which 
eaoh  one  of  them  possesses  under  the  Charter .  And  certain 
indications  have  been  given  in  that  direction  by  representa- 
tives of  the  sponsoring  governments,  both  publicly  and  in 
committee.  I  think  all  of  us  who  oppose  this  as  a  matter  of 
principle  accept  those  indications  thankfully  and  in  good 
faith.  If  it  can  be  agreed  that  all  peaceful  means  of  settling 
disputes  must  be  adopted  and  exhausted,  and  that  in  practice 
no  great  power  will  veto  any  such  conciliation  procedures, 
then  I  submit  that  we  will  have  made  a  step  forward. 

Of  course,  the  other  alternative  is  a  very  serious  one, 
If,  on  a  matter  of  conciliation,  one  of  the  great  powers  says, 
"No,  we  are  not  to  conciliate  this  dispute, "  that  doea  not 
mean,  Mr.  President,  that  the  dispute  will  not  be  dealt  with 
in  some  way.  It  does  mean  this:  that  it  will  be  dealt  with 
outside  the  Security  Council;  dealt  with  perhaps  by  two, 
perhaps  by  three,  perhaps  by  four  only  of  the  great  powers 
In  other  words,  it  will  not  have  that  examination  in  accordance 
with  the  consistent  principle  of  just  settlement  of  disputes 
which  will,  I  am  sure,  characterize  all  the  proceedings  of  the 
Security  Council  Itself.  It  would  be  c.  step  backwards  to  the 
occasions  before  the  Great  War  in  which  settlements  of 
disputes  were  often  made  outside  the  League  of  Nations 
altogether  and  in  which  the  processes  of  the  League  were  not 
utilized.  There  were,  side  by  side,  the  League  with  its 
principles,  its  procedures,  and  its  jurisdiction,  and  parallel 
to  it  and  in  revalry  with  it,  arrangements  made  for  settle- 
ment which  did  not,  as  we  know,  conform  to  the  great  principles 
of  the  League  of  Nations. 

However,  if  these  statements  of  intention  are  carried 
out,  we  accept  them  in  good  faith.  Many  of  the  doubts  which 
middle  powers  and  smaller  powers  have  felt  regarding  the 
acceptance  of  the  present  text  would  vanish.  In  the  end,  as 
the  report  shows,  the  objections  were  not  pressed  to  their 
final  conclusion,  because  all  of  us  with  all  our  differing 
views  on  these  matters  want  a  Charter  and  a  world  Organization 
upon  which  we  can  build  for  the  future.  We  have  seen  at 
San  Francisco  bow  many  improvements  have  already  been  effected 
in  the  text  which  came  before  us  here.  Therefore,  the  great 
powers  can  perform,  a  great  service  to  the  world  if  they 
demonstrate  in  practice  that  the  special  power  of  veto  given 
to  eaoh  and  every  one  of  them  individually  under  this  Charter 
will  be  used  with  restraint  and  in  the  interest  of  the  United 
Nations  as  a  whole.  It  might  be  put  in  a  phrase  with  which 
most  of  us  are  familiar,  "It  is  excellent  to  have  a  giant's 
strength  but  it  is  tyrannous  to  use  it  as  a  giant. w 
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Mr.  President,  this  public  sitting  today  will  bring  to 
an  end  many  deliberations  and*  debates.  Some  of  the  debates 
were  characterized  by  great  vigor.  In  fact,  for  some  time 
Room  No.  223  came  to  be  known  as  "Madison  Square  Garden." 
We  had  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  the  very  distinguished 
Delegate  from  Greece,  the  Honorable  Mr.  Sofianopoulos,  who  is 
here  today.  And  I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  his  chairmanship 
during  many  difficult  hours.  I  feel  rather  sad  today  to  think 
that  he  vill  no  longer,  at  any  rate  during  this  Conference,  turn 
around  slightly  to  the  left  and  say,  "M.  1 'Honourable  D4l6gud 
de  I1  Australia  a  la  parole.1'  He  vas  most  generous  to  the  views 
of  the  minority,  as  it  turned  out  ultimately  to  be,  and  I  pay 
tribute  to  him.  I  think  all  of  us  have  made  a  friend  of  him 
find  regard  him  as  a  most  distinguished  representative  of  such  a 
gallant  country  as  Greece. 

I  want  to  pay  a  special  tribute  to  the  band  of  workers 
without  whom  we  could  not  have  got  through  this  job  at  all, 
that  is,  to  the  Interpreters  and  shorthand  writers  In  the 
Committee.  They  worked  every  day  and  well  into  the  night,  and, 
under  the  chairmanship  of .the  distinguished  Delegate  of  Greece, 
on  some  occasions,  I  think,  Into  the  early  hours  of  the  morning. 
I  pay  tribute  to  them  all. 

I  think,  Mr.  President,  It  is  my  duty  as  well  as  my  pleas- 
ing privilege  to  pay  a  special  tribute  to  one  member  of  the 
Committee.  The  case  of  the  sponsoring  governments  was  put  by 
many  representatives.  They  changed  from  time  to  time  as  the 
reserves  were  brought  forward  from  one  country  or  another.  I 
might  coll  them  "strategic  reserves11.  That  was  a  necessary 
process,  and  a  well  known  one  among  the  great  powers  with  their 
tremendous  military  strength.  However,  from  beginning  to  end, 
the  main  burden  rested  upon  the  distinguished  Delegate  of  the 
United  States,  Senator  Connally.  He  conducted  his  case  with  on 
eloquence  which  we  all  admired,  and  many  of  us  envied,  and  with 
a  good-will,  which  is  more  important  perhaps  than  the  actual 
result  that  was  achieved.  I  acknowledge  that  publicly.  I 
feel  that  he  understands  perfectly  the  vigor  with  which  their 
views  were  pressed  by  the  smaller  nations.  I  still  represent 
our  views,  but  I  couldn't  complete  what  I  have  got  to  say  with- 
out paying  a  very  special*  sincere  tribute  to  Senator  Connally. 

And,  finally,  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  refer  to  the 
•representatives  of  the  nations  who  have  taken  up  the  view  on 
this  question  which  corresponds  very  closely  to  that  of  my 
country.  I  want  to  pay  tribute  and  homage  to  them:  to 
countries  like  New  Zealand,  Mexico,  Belgium,  the  Netherlands, 
Canada,  India,  Colombia,  Cuba,  without  naming  them  all,  and 
certainly  not  least,  to  my  distinguished  friend,  the  Foreign 
Minister  of  Chile,  for  the  way  he  approached  this  question  from 
the  outset. 
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One  of  the  great  lessons,  the  permanent  lessons  of  this 
Conference,  to  me,  has  been  this:  I  thought  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Conference,  vhen  the  speeches  vere  made  in  this  hall, 
the  some  of  the  Latin  American  countries  vere  perhaps  over- 
Insistent  upon  one  point.  That  Is  the  point  that  small  nations, 
the  smallest  nations,  had  a  sense  of  dignity  and  self-respect 
which  vas  really  the  basis  of  their  International  life.  I 
think  that  the  truth  of  that  has  been  demonstrated  throughout 
this  Conference,  not  through  any  combination  or  bloc,  but 
through  Independent  men  from  various  nations,  from  America,  from 
Europe,  from  the  Pacific,  from  the  Middle  East,  from  all  over 
the  vorld,  approaching  these  questions  independently  and  fear- 
lessly in  order  to  get  the  best  results  for  this  Conference 
as  a  vhole.  I  have  not  mentioned  all  the  delegations  who 
helped,  and  I  apologize  to  anyone  vhom  I  have  unwittingly 
omitted,  but  the  greatest  lesson  that  I  have  learned  from  this  9 
Conference  is  the  insistence  on  the  rights  of  every  nation,  on 
its  rights  to  put  its  view  forward  with  courage  and  vigor. 
I  now  accept  fully  from  my  heart  the  speeches  made  at  the 
earlier  sessions  of  this  Conference,  especially  the  magnificent 
speech  made,  I  think,  on  the  second  day  of  the  Conference  by 
the  very  distinguished  Foreign  Minister  of  Colombia. 

Mr,  President,  I  am  sorry  I  have  taken  so  long  and  gone 
over  so  much  ground,  but  this  was  the  great  question  of  the 
Conference  from  the  point  of  view  of  many  delegations.  Now 
that  the  struggle  is  finished  and  the  sponsoring  governments 
have  been  victorious  in  thoir  unrestricted  retention  of  tho 
right  of  veto,  the  onus  is  on  them.  We  of  the  smaller  nations 
will  watch  very  closely  how  It  is  exercised  in  the  future. 

PRESIDENT:  There  ore  atill  five  speakers  who  desire 
to  speak  on  Section  Q.  It  would  seem  to  bo  vory  desirable  if 
we  could  possibly  complete  tho  discussion  of  Section  C  before 
we  adjourn  for  lunch.  We  still  have  a  heavy  program  this 
afternoon.  We  must  consider  the  report  relating  to  Section  D, 
which  is  quite  voluminous,  and  the  report  of  Committee  3  on 
Chapter  XII,  which  I  think,  will  take  us  right  into  tho  evening. 

Is  there  any  objection  to  continuing  now  and  attempting 
to  complete  the  discussion  before  we  adjourn?  Did  Senator 
Connolly  ask,... 

SENATOR  CONNALLY  (United  States):  I  make  no  objection; 
I  just  ask  to  speak. 

PRESIDENT:  We  will  put  you  on  the  list,  Senator,  for  the 
discussion  on  Section  C.  There  are  five  speakers  ahead  of  you. 

SENATOR  CONNALLY:  Ahead 'of  me? 
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PRESIDENT:  Yes.  The  Choir  vould  be  very  agreeable,  know- 
ing the  busy  schedule  of  the  Senator,  to  let  him  spook  right 
away.  I  will  so  rule  if  there  is  no  objection. 

SENATOR  CONNALLY:  Mr.  President,  members  of  the  Commission. 
I  oxn  very  greatly  obliged  to  the  distinguished  President  of  the 
Commission  for  making  it  possible  for  me  to  soy  a  very  few 
words  at  this  time. 

After  the  remarks  of  the  eminent  Delegate  from  Australia, 
Dr.  Bvatt,  I  feel  that  I  cannot  remain  entirely  silent,  though 
it  hod  not  been  my  purpose  when  I  came  to  the  meeting  this 
morning  to  address  the  body  in  any  respect.  I  want  to  express 
my  sense  of  gratitude  to  the  Delegate  from  Australia,  Dr.  Evatt, 
for  his  generous  comment  respecting  my  activities  in  the  Com- 
mittee. We  have  had  very  long  and  laborious  sessions  in  the 
Committee  on  this,  probably  the  most  contentious,  of  the  Issues  ' 
that  have  divided  the  sentiments  and  views  of  the  members  of  the 
Conference.  Dr.  Evatt  has  represented  his  group  and  his 
viewpoint  with  much  ability  and,  I  might  add,  persistence, 
Industry,  and  a  fine  spirit. 

I  feel,  Mr.  President,  that  It  Is  a  happy  omen  for  the 
success  of  the  Conference  and  for  the  future  of  the  Organiza- 
tion which  we  are  erecting  that  we  are  able  to  end  our 
deliberations  upon  a  good  note  of  friendship,  harmony,  and 
unity.  I  wont  to  thank  Dr.  Evatt  for  his  contribution  towards 
the  fine  spirit  in  which  we  shall  bring  our  labors  to  an  end. 

Now,  we  have  nod  a  long  fight.  But,  Mr.  President,  that 
does  not  disturb  me.  I  am  glad  to  meet  hero  with  50  nations 
of  the  earth  from  every  clime,  with  different  tongues,  dif- 
ferent backgrounds,  and  different  histories,  stretching  back 
through  the  centuries.  I  am  glad  to  meet  here  and  exchange  In 
perfect  freedom  our  views,  to  press  them  and.  when  the  decision 
shall  have  been  mode,  to  gracefully  accept  that  decision  until 
another  day  In  another  forum  somewhere  else  they  may  be  review* 
ed.  That  is  real  democracy.  That  is  real  self-government. 

And  so,  Mr.  President,  these  things  have  characterised 
the  labors  of  this  Committee.  We  have  had  free  discussion. 
Now,  Mr.  President,  the  American  Delegation— and  I  do  not 
expect  to  reopen  the  debate  or  argue  the  points  on  otir  side 
of  tho  question — but  the  American  Delegation  f^om  the  very 
beginning  supported  what  is  called  the  Yalta  formula*  Not 
only  did  we  think  that  it  was  essential  to  tho  efficient 
and  vigorous  performance  of  the  duties  of  the  Security  Council, 
but  you  will  recall  that  it  was  originally  proposed. by  our 
great  and  lamented  President  Roosevelt  in  the  sessions  at 
Yalta.  The  American  Delegation  redeemed  his  pledge.  We  hove 
kept  the  faith.  And  everyone  knows  that  he  wos  a  great  leader 
for  peace  and  that  his  great  heart  beot  in  unison  with  the 
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high  purposes  and  the  noble  aspirations  vhloh  we  have  under- 
taken to  vrlte  into  this  Charter  and  with  which  ve  hope  it  vlll 
throb  all  during  the  years  of  the  future • 

Mr.  President,  I  will  not  renew  here  the  arguments  which 
we  proposed  and  with  which  we  undertook  to  meet  the  arguments 
of  the  minority.  Ve  will  not  press  the  fact  that  tho  Security 
Council  consists  of  six  members  elected  by  the  Assembly  It- 
self. Our  supreme  thesis  on  this  question  is  this:  Ve 
believe  that  the  Security  Council  when  united,  con  preserve 
peace;  we  fear  that  If  it  is  not  united,  it  cannot  preserve 
peace.  Therefore,  we  are  voting  and  did  vote  for  those 
measures  that  would  contribute  to  the  continued  unity  and 
harmony  among  the  permanent  members  of , the  Security  Council,  in 
order  that  their  powers  and  their  prestige  may  bo  utilized 
in  behalf  of  peace.  It  was  essential  that  the  Organization 
be  endowed  with  a  relatively  small,  powerful  executive 
authority.  That  is  the  Security  Council. 

The  voting  formula,  in  brief,  is  much  more  liberal  than 
that  adopted  by  the  League  of  Nations,  in  which  It  was  re- 
quired that  there  be  complete  unanimity.  Dr.  Evatt  has 
already  very  splendidly  and  accurately  pointed  out  the 
exceptions  to  the  rule  of  unanimity  set  forth  in  the  Charter* 
I  shall  not  reiterate  these  arguments,  because  the  record 
speaks  for  itself — the  Charter,  the  interpretation  of  the  five 
powers,  and  the  Interpretations  and  arguments  of  the  minority. 
I  shall  not  renew  the  arguments  here  in  behalf  of  the  Idea  that 
any  nation  can  file  a  dispute  and  that  it  can  be  considerod 
and  discussed  provided  it  relates  to  peaceful  settlement. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  in  concluding,  let  me  say  this: 
as  has  been  well  observed,  the  responsibility  of  the  five 
permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council  is  momentous;  it 
is  tremendous.  It  may  have  the  effect  of  shaking  the  very 
foundations  of  the  earth.  I  cannot  conceive  of  cnyono  of  the 
p?eat  powers  that  shall  be  a  member  of  the  Security  Council 
considering  lightly  that  sense  of  responsibility.  It  is  our 
theory  that  they  will  be  sensible  of  that  sense  of 
responsibility  and  that  they  will  discharge  the  duties  of 
their  office  not  as  representatives  of  their  go/ernments,  not 
as  representatives  of  their  own  ambitions  or  their  own 
interests,  but  as  representatives  of  the  whole  Organization 
in  behalf  of  world  peace  and  in  behalf  of  world  security. 
Any  other  course,  Mr.  President,  would  over  a  period  of  time, 
cause  the  disintegration  of  this  Organization.  Fifty  nations 
would  not  permit  the  arbitrary  or  willful  use  of  the  powers  of 
the  Security  Council  when  it  was  adverse  to  the  interests  of 
all  of  the  Organization  or  of  world  peace.  And  so  I  do  not 
believe  that  that  can  occur.  Let  me  say,  furthermore,  that 
if  there  should  be  one  recalcitrant  member  of  the  Security 
Council,  with  four  other  members  sitting  by  his  side  and 
counseling  M«  and  warning  him  as  to  the  course  that  they 
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thought  be  was  going  to  pursue,  and  vith  six  other  members 
elected  by  the  Assembly,  the  moral  Influence,  the  pressure, 
and  the  prestige  of  these  other  members  would  moke  him  think 
many  times  before  that  power  should  be  used  arbitrarily  or 
willfully. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  allow  mo  to  oay  that  the 
United  Nations  gathered  here  through  their  representatives  in 
San  Francisco  have,  during  the  period  of  the  greatest  ndlitary 
struggle  that  has  ever  ehaken  the  foundations  of  the  earth, 
partially  emerged  from  that  nightmare  with  victory  upon  our 
arms.  We  trust  that  within  the  very  near  future  tho  other 
phase  of  this  struggle  will  be  ended  again  in  victory.  We 
are  building  here  for  peace.  We  did  not  succeed  In  war  until 
we  acted  under  a  unified  command,  until  wo  selected  a  central 
authority  to  direct  the  armies  and  the  navies  and  the  air 
forces  and  the  submarines,  in  order  to  make  one  united  drive 
in  behalf  of  war.  That  war  was  waged,  not  because  we  loved 
war,  but  because  we  loved  peace.  We  waged  war  In  ardor  to 
secure  peace.  Now  we  are  united.  Now  we  are  marching  forward 
under  the  same  banner  in  behrvlf  of  peace  and  S3curlty  and 
with  tho  same  unity,  the  same  harmony,  the  same  purposes,  and 
the  same  resources.  We  pray  God  that  we  may  establish  the 
Charter  and  that  It  may  go  out  to  serve  mankind — not  to  servo 
any  particular  nation  or  any  particular  group  of  nations,  but 
to  serve  all  of  the  nations  of  the  earth,  to  serve  all  of  God's 
children. 

PRESIDENT:  I  want  to  thank  the  distinguished  Senator 
for  his  eloquent  contribution.  There  are  still  five  speakers 
on  the  list,  so  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  finish  before 
lunch.  I  would  suggest  that  we  adjourn  and  meet  here  again 
at  3:30  p.m.  Before  you  go,  the  Executive  Officer*  has  a  short 
statement  to  moke. 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICER  (Mr.  Orayson  Kirk):  I  am  aBked  to 
remind  the  persons  who  expect  to  be  here  this  afternoon  that 
they  should  bring  the  tickets  marked  M  for  this  afternoon, 
even  though  the  fj.rst  part  of  the  session,  at  lea;<t,  will  be 
a  continuation  of  the  discussion  of  the  present  report ,  It  is 
our  hope  that  we  will  be  able  to  complete  the  discussion  of  this 
report  of  Committee  III/l  in  time  to  receive  from  Committee 
HI/3  in  the  same  cession  a  report  on  Chapter  XII,  which 
remains  on  its  schedule.  One  further  matter r  the  French  text 
of  the  present  report  before  you  was  prepared  in  very  great 
haste  and  contains  a  number  of  errors  which  will  be  corrected 
as  rapidly  as  possible.  In  the  meantime  the  Secretary  extends 
his  apologies  for  this  situation. 

MR.  BELT  RAMIREZ  (Cuba,  speaking  in  French;  English  version 
as  delivered  by  interpreter  follows):  Mr.  President,  the 
Delegation  of  Cuba  has  just  a  short  statement  to  make  of  not 
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more  than  one  minute.  Would  you  be  willing  to  give  him  the 
opportunity  to  speak  nov? 

PRESIDENT:  10  It  on  the  subject  matter  of  Section  C, 
sir? 

MR.  BELT  RAMIREZ:  No. 

PRESIDENT:  Well,  may  I  ask  whether  It  Is  important  that 
you  have  priority  for  your  statement,  because  there  are  five 
speakers  on  the  list  ahead  of  you* 

MR.  BELT  RAMIREZ:  I  do  not  wish  any  priority,  but  I 
wont,  just  as  Senator  Connolly,  to  bo  able  to  go  home.  That 
Is  what  I  want  and  It  will  take  only  half  a  minute. 

PRESIDENT :  Certainly,  Sir . 

MR.  BELT  RAMIRIZ  (speaking  in  Spanish;  English  version  as 
delivered  by  interpreter  follows):  Mr.  President,  Fellow 
Delegates,  the  Delegation  of  Cuba  maintains  the  same  position 
that  It  took  at  the  beginning  of  the  Conference  with  regard  to 
the  right  of  veto  to  which  It  Is  opposed.  Nevertheless, 
consistent  with  its  democratic  traditions,  the  Delegation  will 
accept  tho  decision  of  the  majority  and  rest  on  the  assurance 
that  the  five  Great  Powers  will  always  be  worthy  of  the  con- 
fidence placed  in  them  by  the  decision  of  this  assembly. 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you,  Ambassador  Belt. 

We  will  adjourn  the  meeting  for  the  morning.   (Adjourned 
at  1:05  P.m. ) 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  J)OQ>  u^  (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organisation  IH/II  [i.«.ii] 

June  22,   1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


PROCE3-VERBAUX  DE  LA  QUATRIEME  SEANCE  DE  LA  COMIIISSION  III 
The&tre  de  I1 Opera  le  20  Juln,  1945  a  lOh. 

LE  PRESIDENT  (K.  Hqrgenetierne,  la  Norvege,  parlant  en  qnglals; 
texte  de  I1 interpretation  en  franpais):  La  quatrleme  seanoe  de 
la  troielerae  Commleeion  est  ouverte. 

Au  ooure  de  noe  troie  premieres  seance e  nous  avone  entendu 
lee  ^rapports  des  Comltes  2  et  4  et  une  partie  du  rapport  du  Co- 
mite  3.  Nous  examinerone  auJourdfh\Jii  le  rapport  que  nous  pre- 
eentera  le  Comite'  1  ,qui  etait  charge  de  la  question  extremement 
importante  des  procedures  de  vote  a  1'lnterieur  du  Conseil  de 
Seourite. 

Je  salue  la  presence  a  mee  cotes  de  M%  Celso ^R.  Velazquez, 
Rapporteur  de  la  Commission,^  et  de  H.  Julian  R.  Caceree,  Delegue 
du  Honduras i  Secretaire  general  adjoint. 

J'adresse  mee  remeroiemente  aux  membres  du  Bureau  du  Comite 
1  qui,  xavec  une  assiduite  et  un  serleux  dignes  d'elogee,  se  sont 
attaches  a  resoudre  lee  problemes  tree  important s  qui  leur 
etaient  soumia. 

Le  Comite  a  tenu  vingt-sept  seances,  le  Soue-comlte,  sept* 
Le  Comite  a  etudie  oinquante-cinq  amendements.  Nombre  de  ques- 
tions fondamentales  ont  ete  traitees  par  le  Comite  ma^e,  celle 
de  la  procedure  de  vote  au  sein  du  Conseil  de  Seourite  presentait 
un  lnter§t  particulier. 

Je  remercie  le  President  de  ce  Comite,  Son  Excellence  Jean 
Sofianopouloe,  Ministfe  des  Affaires  Etrangeros  de  Greoe,  le 
Rapporteur,  M.  D^vid  Castro.  Ambassadeur  du  Salvador  aux  Etate- 
Unifl,  et  le  Secretaire,  H.  Paul  0.  Pennoyer. 

J1 Invite  ces  messieurs  a  bien  vouloir  prendre  place  k  la 
tribune. 

La  parole  est  a  M.  le  Rapporteur  a  qui  Je  demands  de  vouloir 
bien  dcnner  lecture  en  premier  lieu  de  son  rapport  BUT  la  Section 
A  du  Chapitre  VI.  Nous  prooederone  a  la  discussion  des  articles 
de  cette  section  et  poursuivrons  ensuite  1'examen  du  document 
tout  antler. 
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LE  RAPPORTEUR,  (M.  Cnfltro,  le  Salvador.,  parlant  en  anglais  j 
texte  do  I1  interpretation  en  fr^ncais):  AproB  avoir  rehdu 
honmage  aux  membroe  du  bureau  et  «=iu  t>erflonnel  du  Conito  1  do 
la  CoramiBBion  III,  a  donne  lecture  de  son  rntrcort, 

LK  PRESIDENT  (T>Qrlnn$  en  anglais;  texte  d?  1'  interpre- 
tation en  francals):  ^Apres  aooord  avec  la  Delegation  fran- 
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onlse  et)  Et&nt  donne  ^quo  lfordre  du  Jour  de  la  Oo 
eat  extrBmemont  chnrge,  nous  pourrlons,  8fil  n!y  a  pafl 
d1  objection,  nous  dlBDonser  de  Conner  lecture  du  toxte  en 
frnnpnls,  rmisque  le  texte  fr<m<jnis  o  ete  distribue. 

II  nfy  n  pns  n*  objection?... 
II  eat  nlnsl  decldo. 

(be  texte  franpale  du  rapport  du  Bapporteur  suit:) 
SECTION  A  DU  CHAPITRS  Vj 

Le  Comite  III/l  a  travallle  sous  I1  Eminent  e  direction  de 
son  President,  Son  Excellence  Jean  Sof  lanopouloe  . 


LA  tache  du  Rapporteur  a  It^  fort  all£g£e  grace  a  la 
pr^cieuse  collaboration  que  lui  ont  pretee  le  President  du 
Gomit^  et  toue  lee  membree  du  Secretariat* 

Le  Comite  avait^d^oid^  qu'au  oas  ou  le  President  n!  aural  t 
pas  pu  etre  present  a  toutee  lee  siances,  un  autre  d^l<$gu6  dc  la 
Grece,  I1  Honorable  Thanaesie  Aghnidee,  ferait  fcnction  de  Fr^ 
Bident  p*i. 

Les  trois  premieres  stances  ont  ct^  consacr^efl  k  la  dis- 
cussion g^n^rale  de  la  Section  A  du  Cbapltre  VI  des  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  relative  a  la  "Composition  du  Confleil  de 


Un  Sou  B-O  omit  6  III/l/A  a  Ite  or<§£  pour  un  double  but.  II 
avait  &  determiner  d'abord  quelles  parties  de  la  Section  B  du 
Chapltre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  devaient  fa  Ire 
lfobjet  des  Etudes  du  Com  It  £  III/l  et  enaulte  h  ^tnbllr  une 
olasBification  mlthodique  des  amendements  proposes  par  lee 
divers  es  delegations  aux  Sections  A,  B,  C  et  D. 

II  6tait  compost  des  d^l^gu^s  de  la  Chine,  du  Salvador,  de 
la  France  !  dee  Pays-Bae,  de  1'  Union  des  Rdpubliques  Soviet  iquee 
Soolallstes,  du  Royaume-Unl  et  dee  Etate-Unle  d'Am^rlque,  Le 
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delegu*  du  Salvador  avalt  ete  <lu  President • 

Oomme  conolualon  fc  ees  travaux,  le  Soue-oomite  OII/1/A  a 
formule  lea  recommandatlona  aulventea: 

(a)  que  le  mandat  du  Comite  III/l  solt  elargl  de  fa9on 

k  entendre  a  I1  ensemble  de  la  Section  B  du  Ohapltre  VI; 

(b)  que  le/tltre  du  mendat  .oonflfi  au  Comlt£  III/l  eolt 
modifle  de  la  fa9on  euivante  * Organ! eat ion,  Procedure, 
Fonotlone  et  Pouvoira  prlnclpaux"; 

(o)  que  dee  me  flu  re  §  soiantj  prises,  par  les  voles  appro  pr^ee, 
pour  soumettre  les  preeuntes  reooramandat^one  au  Secre- 
taire general  et  eu  President  de  la  Oonferenoe  aux 
fins  AT execution. 

Une  classification  method! que  dea  amendemente  t>reaentea  tsar 
les  dlversee  delegations  aux  Sections  A.  B,  0  et  D  du  Chapitre  VI 
dee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  a  ete  etablie  oar  le  Beoretari 
et  sound se  au  Comite  III/l. 

I*  rapport  t>reeente  au  Comltl  III/l  $ar  le  Soua-comlte  III/l 
a  ete  apnrouve  au  coure  de  la  trolslfeme  seance  du  Comite. 

Lea  propositions  dfaTaendenent  vlsant  la  Section  A  du  Ohapltr 
VI  dee  Propoaltlona  Ae  Dumbarton  Oake  ae  rot>T>ortalent  aux  diverse 
T>hraaea  de  ladlte  section  et  soulevalent  lee  queetlnne  suivante a: 

!a)  Nombre  tot^l  de§  membres  du  Consell  Ae  Securlte; 
b)  Le  Consell  Ae  Seourlte  doit-il  comport er  dee  raembres 
permanent s,   ou  Aes  membres  semi-T>ermanent8lvetl 
dans  1!  affirmative,  quel  aeralt  le  orltere  a  sulvre 
pour  les  oho lair 7 

Nombre  total  Aes  raeflfbres  t>ermenents  du  u  one  ell; 

Sieges  permanent  B  ^utvol  Amenta  Ires  destines  a 

oertalnes  nations; 

(e)  Suppression  Aes  mots  *en  temps  voulu*  ooncernant  la 
qu^lite  Ae  membre  permanent  envieagee  t>our  la  Prpnoe; 

Augmentation  Au  nombre  des  nembres  non-r>ermanentB; 

Elements  A 'appreciation  pour  le  oho ix^ Aes  membres 
non-permanent s  du  Oonaell  da  Seourite*  Diver sea     ^ 
formule  s  ont  ete  nrot>oaeea  dont:^la  plelne  emllte 
de  toua  lea  State  membreaf  une  repartition  gegraphlque^ 
un  roulement,  la  contribution  aonortaf  par  lea  mambrea 
de  I1  Organ!  sat  ion  au  malntlen  de  la  paix  et  de  la 
aecurlte  Internationale  a  et  a  la  realisation  Aes 
autrea  lAeaux  da  I1 Organisation,  lea  garantiea  con- 
oernant  la  dafenaa  active  da  I1 or Are  International 
at  lea  moyena  Afy  partlclT>er  ef  flea  cement,  Aes 
combinalanng  A^lemanta  oomorenant  la  nonulatlon, 
la  ospaolte  InAuatrlella  et  eoonomlque, -la a  contri- 
butions futurea  en  foroea  armies  at  I'aaal stance 
auxquallea  chaque  Itat  membra  a1 eat  engage ,  la 
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coircriDution  fournie  au  ooura  de  la  a eoonde^ guerre 
morjdisle,   etc..   de  mftme  qua  I1  attribution,  a  tit  re 
specials,   de  albgea  non-permanonte  fe  certain a 
groupea  da  natione; 

(h)  Oondltlone  relativee  a  lf  fjiglbilite  Aaa  membra* 
non-permanent a  du  Coned!  da  Seourit*  et  duree  de 
leur  mandat; 

(1)   Fixation  definitive  x>ar  1'Aaaemblee  Generale  de  la 
duree  du  mandat  dea  membrea  non-permanent a; 

(J)    "Nomination"  au  lieu  df    "election11  dea  membrea 
non-nermanente ; 

(k)    "Nomination  a  nouveau11  eu  lieu  de  "Reelection." 

Bur  toutea  lea  modifications  propose  OB  k  la  Section  A  du 
Chtm^tro  VI  dea  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  deux  aeulement 
ont  §te  a<*or>teea,  h   savolr.   r>remiferement,   aur  la  proposition  da    , 
la  delegation  oanadienne,   le   aunnresslon  flea  mote   "en  tenms  voulu1 
a  la  seoonde  phrase  de  la  Section  et,  deuxlemement,   aur%la  nropo- 
altion  dea  quatre  Puiaaancee  Invltantes,  1'adjonction,  a  la  fin 
de^la  troiaifeme  nhraae  de  la  mdne  Section  A,   du  texte  ci-apr^a, 
precede  d'une  "vlrgule":    "en  tenant  conrnte  tout  t>articulibr»ment 
en  nremler  lieu  <*e  la  contribution  a|>TX)rtee  r>er  lee  membres  de 
I'Orpcaniaatlon  au  malntlen  de  la  naix  et  de  la  eecurlti  inter* 
rationales  et  ^  le    realisation  dea  nut  res  ideaux  de  l^rganlaatl^r 
alnal  qua  d'une  repartition  g<ograT>hlque  equitable," 

Le  texte  de  Infection  A  du  Chap! t re  VI  dea  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks  a  ete  annrouve  nar  le  Conlte  III/l^avec  lea  deux 
modifications  qui  viennent  d'fetre  indlquees  et  s'otabllt  done 
alnsl  qu'll  suit: 

CHAPITHE  VI 
Oonsall  de  Seourite 

"SECTION  A.  COMPOSITION.     La  Oonaell  fle   Seourite 
davrait  &tre  oonmoae  de  rnnr^sentants  de  onze  membrea 
da  1  ^Organisation,  a  raison  d'un  wr  membre.     Lea 
represttntants  da  a  Etate-Uttis  d'Amerique,   du  Royaume- 
Unl  de  Orande-Bretagne  et  d!^rlande  du  Nord,  da 
I1 Union  das  Republlques  Sovietlqu^s  3ooiallsteaf  da 
la  Republlque  de  Chine  et  da  la  Republlque  franpalae, 
devraient  avoir  dea  slfeges  nermanenta«  LfAnsemblea 
Gton^rale  devrait  allre  alx  Etats  aux  aiWea  non- 
permanenta  an  tenant  oomnte  tout  partlcullorement 
en  premier  lieu  de  la  contribution  apxx>rtee  T«r  lea 
membrea  de  I1 Organisation  au  maint^en  de,la  neix  at 
de  la  e&curlte  international a a  et  a  la  realisation 
das  autrea  idaaux  da  I1 Organisation,   ainai  qua  dfune 
repartition  geograohique  equltfitb^e.  Oaa  aix  Ettta 
devralent  dtre  elua  t>our  une  duree  de  deux  ana,  trola 
d^entre  aux  aa  retirant  o  ha  qua  nnnee.  II  a  ne  devraient 
paa  Itre  imaediatement  reeligiblea*  Lora  da  la  nraniiere 
•lection  Aaa  membrea  non -permanent a.  trola  A 'ant re  eux 
devraient  Itra  ohoiala  nar  I'Aaaenlbiea  Oenerale  nour  un 
mandat  d'une  annee  at  troia  r>our  un  man  da  t  de  deux 
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Noue  p#0D*d«M«i  aUntenant  a  la  dlaoueeion  de  la  Section  A* 

Je  donne  la  Carole  au  premier  orateur  inscrit,  M.  (taro£a 
Rubles,  de  la  delegation  mexloalne. 

M«  GARCIA  ROBLE8  (p^rlanft  en  anglais;  texte  de  Iflnterpr6- 
t*t;lon  en  franoaie):     Messieurs,     Au  oours  de  la  disoueslon  au 
•a  in  du  premier  Comite  de  }A  troislfeme  Comraleelon,  J^al  eu 
I1  occasion,   au  nom  de  la  delegation  mexloalne,  de  preemter  un 
am  en  dement  vieant  lee  condition*  done  loequelles  devalent  Itre 
nominee  lee  membree  r>ermanente  6u  Oonseil. 


Get  amendement  nfa  ijas  Its  retenu*     La  raieon  principal* 
donnee  pour  eon  rejet  a  ate  qua,   eane  oyoun  doute,  oette  question 
aeralt  trait  ee  larg.ement  au  ooure  dee  eeanoee  de  Commleaion  et 
oeut-fttre  mdme  de  lfAeeemb]9e  pleniire.     O'est  pourquol  J!a^ 
lfhonneur  de  faire,  au  mom  de  la  delegation  raexioaine,   la  decla- 
ration eulvante: 

La  delegation  mexicaine,   en  votant  pour  le  ^exte  do  1!  article 
qui  «|e  rapporte  k  la  oov»x>0ition  du  Oonaell  de  SeouritS  taLqu1!! 
a  ete  apnrouve  par  le  Conlte  1,   desire  indlquer  qu'elle  e  vote 
alnai  paroe  qufelle  conaidire  qua  oa  terte  oonatltue  une  apr>lioa- 
tion  implicit*  -  11  aura  It  ate  ^referable  qu'il  ffit  exnlioite, 
oe  que  J'al  eu  I1  occasion  de  dire  moi-m&rae  au  aeln  du  Oomlte  I 
loraque  ce  point  eet  venu  en  dleouaalon  du  r>rinoir>0  Jurldlque  de 
la  correlation  entre  lea  pouvoirs  et  lea  devoirs,  qui  eauvegarde 
la  r>rlnclpe  fondaraentAl  Aaa  ^roita  egaux  de  toua  lea  Ktata, 


La  dilSgatlon  mexloalne  interprets  oet  article  dana  oe  aena 
qu'il  attrlbue  dee  ^rolts  nlua  largea  aux  Btats  dea}gn£e  nour 
^oouner  lea  elegea  nermanente  au  Conseil  da  8  e  our  it  e,  r>rinoipale- 
ment  r>our  oette  raieon  que  oe  eont  oeux  dont  la  resr>onsabilite 
pour  le  meintien  de  la  naix.  dana  lea  conditions  qu'il  n^aat  nae 
r>ertlaent  d1  analyser  loilioat'  pluag?©nde  dana  la  oommunaute  inter- 
nationa^e11.  dlat>r<ba  le  orit^re  qui  a  ete  ^t^bll  dana  1'ouvrage 
Intitule:.  "Opinion  du  MLnletere  dea  Affaires  Etrangerea  du 
Nexlque  aur  lea  ProDoaitlona  de  Dumbarton  Oaks*  qui  a  It4  Dra| 
au  mole  d'ootohre  1944  et  qui  a  £te  soumis  a  oette  Conference. 

La  delegation  mexloalne  eet  convainoue  que  eon  interpri- 
tfttion.  la  eeule  qulelle  nulaae  oonalderer  comma  aocer>tpble  au 
point  de  vus  Jurldiquaf  aat  oorreote  et  ne  t>aut 


d1  objection,  attendu  qulella  aa  trouva  «r>nuyee  par  da  nombrauaae 
diolaratlona  offioiallea  falta*  par  lea  chafe  d'Etata  et  par  Aa 
haute  f  onotlonnalree  dea  natlona  qui  doirent  odoupar  dee  alegea 
permanent  a  au  aaln  Au  Ooneeil,  auaal  blan  wa  par  .pluilaura 
deleguea  da  oaa  r>uiaaanoaa  qpii  ont  exorime  dea  Idaea  almllalraa 
au  ooure  da  la  Oonferanoa  da  ten  Franoiaoo, 

La  d<l^gatlon  maxlofdna  na  la  orolt  paa  aioeeaalre  da  Toua 
dnnner  une  liata  oonol«a  da  OM  d*ola»tlonat  mala  11  la  oonaft- 
ura  r>aqtlnant  da  voue  falrt  una  mention  epiolflque  da  Qlualaura 
paaaagaa  lea  Plua  tvportonta  d*  ant  re  alleaf  atirta  una  e  election 
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wirmi  lea  declarations  Iga  r^lua  exr>  11  cites  et  r>rovenante«  dee 
sources  let  nlue  autoris.es. 

Cfest  ainsi  que  le  President  Roosevelt,   flans  son  programme 
sur  I1  organisation  de  la  seourite  aprfea  la  guerre,  anno  no  e  lo 
15  Juin  1944,   a  declare: 

"L'espplr    d'un  monde  qul  aooomplireit  son 
progres  d'une  f^on  t>aoifique  repoeera  sur 
la  bonne  volonte  et  ^es  capaoltes  d^e  nations, 
i?etites  ou  grandes.   eorises  d'un  ideal  de 
palx,   en  assum&nt  des  responsabllltes  en 
rapport  avac  leura  capacltes  individuelies, 
de  oollaborer  pour  le  maintien  da  le 
et  de  la  eecurite*" 


Le  mfime  President   de  0',  grand  nays,  trols  raois  arar^t  son 
deoes  si  Drcmature  et  qui  fut  unlversellement  regrette     empl^yalt 
le  langage  suivant,  ^ans  son  message  annuel  adresse  au  Congres 
des  Etats-Unia,  le  6   Janvier  dernier: 

"Nous  ne  pouvons  r>as  nier  que  la  ^ulssanoe  eet 
m  faoteur  dans  le  monde  polltlque,  r>aa  plus 
que  nous  ne  pouvons  nler  son  existence  oomme 
un  facteur  dana^la  nolltlque  nationale.  M^ie 
dans  un  monde  Democrat  loue  tout  oommo  au  seln 
d!un  ^ays  democrat  ique.   le  ^ouvoir  doit  fet.re 
uni  a  la  resnonsaMlite  et  oblige  de  se 
defendre  et  de  90  Juatif  ier  Iui-a6me  dans  le 
oadre  du  Men  Renerwl,* 

Lord  Cranborne,   Secretaire  dVEtat  nour  les  A^fftlrea  des 
Dominions  du  Royaume-Uni.   dana  un  diaoours  adresse  a  la  Chambre 
des  Lords  le  11  ootobre  1944  sur  le  plan  de  Dtunbarton  Oaks, 
dlsalt:     M0e  nian  place  la  resrvmsaMlite  de  la  aeourite  Inter- 
nationale en  Plain  sur  les  6t»aules  dos  nations  qui  sont  Its 
nieux  faltes  nour  le  sunTjortar.  * 

L1  gonorable  Winston  Churchill,   dana  un  autre  di  scours,   adrease 
le  27  fevrler  1946  a  la  Chambre  des  Communes,  dlsait*     'G'ert  sur 
les  Speulea  des  grandes  Puissances  que  $eaera  le  fardeau  t>rlnoipal 
du  maintien  de  la  ^aix  et  de  la  securite." 

Dans  une  declaration  offioielle  qul  a  ete  publiie  le  10  mal 
dernier,   par  le  gouyernement  det  Etats-Uhisf  a  r1  occasion  de  la 
vislte  faite  nar  le  Minlstro  des  Affaires  Ctrangerta  de  Fr»nc«t 
N.  Oaorges  Bideault,  au  President  Truman,  il  eat  dttt     "Le  presiAen^ 
a  indiqui  aveo  beauoour>  de  olarte  que  It  peuple  et  It^gotnrememo^t 
amerioain  oomprennent  que  la  nation  f  mnoaise  a  Dfouve  aa  volonto 
et  M  oapaclte  de  reprendM  aa  place  Idgitlme  et  teinente 


les  nations  qul  assumeront,  dan«  la  ^lui  largt  mtsure,  la  reepon- 
sabilite  de  maintenir  la  naix  future  en  Curop*  et  dane  le  mond«t9 


Enfln,  l^Ambassadeur  da  I1  Union  •r^liUq^e  apt  ttate-tteis, 
A*A.  (Jromykof  nerlant  au  nom  dt  M  delegation  a  la  dixitme 
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06anoe  <Ju  OomitS  1  de  oette  Commission,  en  ee  r&f£rax)t  k  1^  posi- 
tion speclale  dee  membree  permanent  s  du  Conseil  de  Seourite,  a 
declare:     *Cela  -  o'estj-k-Alre  oette  position  speolale.  -  corres- 
pond aux  resnonspbllites  et  aux  devoirs  qul  leur  seront  ImposejU 

La  delegation  raexlqalne,  &  fin  de  lalsser  une  hi  it  o  ire       , 
offloielle  de  1s  interpretation  qulf  qinsl  que  Je  1'al  mentlonne 
plus  haut,  et  supports  par  la  consideration  qul  pric^de,   donne  a 
lf  article  relevant  de  ^a  composition  du  Oonsell  de  Socurlte  et 
pour  autant  qu1!!  se  re  fire  aux  membree  perma/ients  de  ce  Conse^lf 
desire  'que  le  texte  oomplet  de  c§tte  declaration  soit  Incorpore 
dans  le  proofes-verbal  de  oette  seance. 

LE  PRESIDENT  (variant  en  anglais;  texte  de  I1  Interpretation 
en  fran9ais)i     La  Carole  eat  a  M.  Abdel  Hainld  Pi  aha  Badawl, 
President  de  la  delegation  egyptlennet   sur  la  Sestion  A  du  Chapltr* 
VI. 

M.  PASHA  BADAWI:     Monsieur*  le  President,  Mesd.imes9   messieurs, 
Je  tlens,  tout  d!abordf  au  noia  de  la  delegation  egjt>tlenne,   a 
m'essooier  a  l!hommage  rendu  lei  k  lfoeuvre  accompl:  e/oar  le 
C  omit  e,   oeuvre  dont  les  rasu^tats  sa  trouvent  oonslg..ie6  dans  le 
rexroort  aotuellement  sounds  a  votre  approbation, 


Le  Comlte  a  euf    entre  autres  t  Aches,  &  sfoccuT>er  ^fun  des 
em^s  les  T>!US  debattus  -  si  non^le  T>lus  debsttu  -   \e  toute 
la  Conference.     Je  veux  wirier  de  l^TDineuse  question  du  veto. 


Le  Comlte  est  ^ar^enu  ~  et  n!ous  I1  en  felicitons  —  £   con- 
.olure  ses  travaux  en  deplt  des  dlfficultes.   Sans  doute,   le  resultat 
obtenu  nfest  T>as  oelul  auquel  r»e  nombreux  pays  avalent  aspire. 
Les  olrconstanoes  issues  de  la  guerre  constituent  oependant  les 
ralsons  auxquelles  baauooup  d8  entre  nous  se  sont  rendus  de  bonne 
pcrfeoe,  en  con  servant  1'esnoir  que  la  realisation  arogresslve  de 
lfoeuvre  de  nalx  ^ennettra  d'envlsager  une  solution  plus  democra- 
tlque  dans  l!aVenlr. 

In  oe  qui  ooncerne  la  Section  A  du  Chapltre  VI,  la  delegation 
egyotienne  avalt  nropos^  tin  amendemont  t  rait  ant  .  d  'une  Dart,  *e  la 
oomoositlon  du  Consell,  dfautre  part,  du  mode  d'  election  des 
oembres  non-perraanents. 

En  effet,  oet  amendement  visa  it  a  porter  le  nombre  des  membrei 
du  Consell  de  onze  a  quatorse;   o'etait  une  proposition  jnodeste  qul 
na  nous  semblalt  x>as  de  nature  k  susclter  la  forte  opposition 
qu'elle  a  rencontre  en  fait. 

Du  reete,  sept  delegations  avalent  presente  des  amendement  e 
dans  le  mdme  sens  et  de  nombreueee  autres.  dfes  qu<j  la  question  fut^ 
soumise  a  discussion,   se  sont  bpontanement    ralllees  au  prlnolpe 
de  I9elarglssement  du  Oonsell. 

Le  but  poursulvi  par  la  delegation  igyptlenne  etalt  de  donner 
au  Gonsell  un  oaraotfcre  plus  d&nooratlque  et,  en  mfrne  tenpe, 
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A  'assuror    dene  son  sein,  une  fols  Ae  r>lus,  une  representation  Ae 
toutes  let  grqnAes  regions  Au  monAe.     Oette  falble  augmentation  <Ju 
nombre  Ae  sas  membres  ne  pouvnlt,  Afallleurs,   nuire  it*  la  rapldlte 
Ae  I1  action  Au  Consell. 

Les  Puiasanoee  Invltantes  ont  toutefols  inslste  pour  le 
n*lntian  Au  texte  nu'ellee  ijvalent  propose.     Be  rendant  a/lexir 
t>reseante  Inalatanpe,   lea  Aelepatione  qul  avalent  presents  Aes 
amenAements  deolarerent,   l!une  ar>res  1'eutre,    e'en  Aeelster. 

A  oe  propos,  la  Ael£gatlon  ejjyptlenne  tlent  a'conserver  la 
position  qu'elle  a  nrlse  en  Comltef     81  elle  a  estline  r.e  r>as  devoir 
souaottre  a\j  Y°^e  son^amenAenent,   ce,ne  fut  nes  ^aro^  que  sa  oonvlo- 
tlon  avalt  ete  ebranlee  male  »>ar  Aeferonoe  pour  le  Aesir  nottemer* 
exDrime  par  lee  Orendes  Pulaaanoes,   Invo  quant  laurs  reepon  sab  lilt  ee 
pour  lo  malntlen  Ae  la  nalx  A«ns  le  monAe* 

D!eutre  part,  la  dele^fitlon  e^y^tffenne  entretlent  l!espolr 
que  lea  Grpndes  Puissances  ne  manqueront  r>as  Ae  reviser  leur 
opinion  lorsque  les  conditions  ^enerales  nermettront  c^'eAanlner  la 
question  non  plus  sous  I'anpcle  <^e  la  guerre  male  sous  lf  angle  Ae 

la    T)8lX« 

En  outre,   l!onenAenent  egyr>tlen  preclealt  la  methoAe  k  sulvre 
^our  I1  Election  *es  men'bres  non-nerm^nents  Au  Consell.     Nous 
estlmlnns  —  •  et  ijous  avons  toujours  cette  opinion  —  que  la  soule 
base,   a  la  fols  enultrble  ot  r^tlonnelle,  nnur  Ae  telles  Elections 
est  oelle  ^!une  repartition  googrp^hlque  ner  zones. 


Le  texte  -oro^ose  r>pr  les  Puissances  Invltantea  et  adopte  t>ar 
le  Oonlte  etaMlt  Aeux  crlteres  Afaleotlon«     Le  nrem^or  est  oelul 
Ae  la   contribution  au  mnlntlen  Ae  la  -oalx  et  Ae  la  seourlto  Inter- 
nntlonalee  3t  aux  autres  huts  Ae  I1  Organisation;  le  deuxlfeno  est 
oelul  A1  une  Aletrihution  geoprar>hlque  equitable^ 

Mais  si  o0s  orlteres  ar>^arnlssent  r>arf  r  It  ement   satlsfolsants 
en  theprle,  leur  aonllcrtlon  r>retlque  neoeselte^une  Aeflnltlon  et 
une  reglementatlon  qul,   jusqu'lol,   nKont  ^as  e^o  formulees*     En 
effet,    si  auoune  norroe  AfaT>t>iioatlon  n'est  posee,   el  I'Aseenblee 
ne  rfeglemente  ^as  elle-mdme  I1  election,  11  annartlendrn  a  ohacun 
Aes  raembres  Ae  I'Orgwnleatlon  —  o^Bt-fe-dlre  a  ohacxm  Aee  clnqxaante 
Etats  qul  la  oomrjosant  —  A'apnreoler  les  Aeux  oriteres  s^lon  son 
Jug  ement  personnel.     La  oonnosltlon  Au  Cons  oil  Ae  8  e  cur  It  e  sera 
alnsl  lalasee  au  ha  sard  Au  vote*  Elle  sublra,   en  outre,  I1  effet  Aes 
oomblnalsone  temporalres  ot  Aes  luttea  A1  influence.  She  telle 
perspective  est  ~  avouons-le  ~  loin  d'&tre  rassurante. 

Gee  oonslderetlons  et  oaf  dangers  on^  |te  exposes  Aana  A1  autres 
Oomltes.     Le    deelr  oommun  Ae  n  ombre  uses  Aelcgatlone  A'ohtenlr  la, 
formulation  Ae  regies  ^reolaes  ^ermettant  une  application  objective 
Aes  Aeux  orlteres  A1  election  e  ete  notamment  retequ  Par  le  premier 
Oomlte  Ae  le  Oommlsslon  II,     Oelul-ol  a  recommanAe  au  Comlte  Ae 
Coordination  A1  examiner  la  question  et  Ae  lul  Annner  une  solution 
form  elle, 
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Nous  flevone  asnerep  qxje  le  Comite  de  Coordination  tlenflra 
o<->nrote  de  ce  voeu,  ett  a  defaut,  qua  I1  Assembled  Gen^rale.  dea  aa 
premiere  session  et  en  vue  dea  uremia  re  a  elections,  etablira  las 
modal  it  ee  duplication  dea  deux  or  it  ere  a  Bl  Juateraont  raoonnua 
t>ar  lea  Puieaanoaa  Invltantes. 

Avant  da  quitter  oatta  trlbijne.   J  'aural  une  autre  declaration 
a  felre,  oelle-oi  au  nom  dea  delegations  da  l^rabie-Saoudlte,   da 

I  '  Egypt  e,  de  I1  Iraq  9  du  Llban  at  da  la  Syria. 

Le  Comlte  III/l  a  vote,  a  I'unanlmlta,  la  suppression  da  a  mots 

II  en  temoe  opportun%  qul  areoedalent  la  mention  de.  la  Prance  dana 
la  Section  A  du  Ghapltre  VI.     Nous  ne  voterons  r>ea  contra  oette 
suppression,  Toutefola,   gn  Aonrapr^ndra  bien  qu'ayant  a  I'eenrit, 
dfune  r>artf  lea  trletes  avanementa  de  Syria  qul  ont  mla  %t  feu  et  a 
flammea  la  villa  hlatorlque  da  Darcae  et,  dfrutre  ^art,  lfaxeroioa 
eventual  du  drolt  de  veto,  qul  nurglt  nermls  a  la  France,   ooounant 
un  alepce  Dormanont  au  Conaall  de  Securlte,  d^nrayer  toute  naaura 
da  coercltlon  deat^nee  a  r>revenlr  ou  a  arrdter  rorella  aotes 
d'aRraaalon,  las  dela^tlons  arahee  ~  et  tent  dfautrea  —  auralent 
ou  Justement  s!oT)T)oBer  a  1ft  sup^raealon  dea  mote  Men  tempa  opportun 
si  elles  o  royal  en  t  un  seul  Instant  qua  le  neunle  fmnyels  endoeealt 
oes 


En  effet^   neut-on  Jamals  ftdmettre  que  oe  neunla  si  e^rls  da 
ll^erta  et  de  Juatlne,   aul  a  tent   aouffert  et  nux  ^^reuvaa  duquel 
la  raon^a  antler  a  comr»atlf   a'avlserelt,  avant  de  Be  relevar  dea 
suites  da  la  guerre  et  plora  que  toute  son  enerple  devralt  dtra 
ten^ue  k  t>anser  sas  blessuras,   de  favoriaer  ou  d'eneourager,    BOUB 
n'lmnorte  auel  ^retaitta,   uno  e^reaslon  oontre  un  pays  allla,  doijt 
11  venelt  de  reormnattre  I'lnde^endaqce  et^dont  11  ava^t  exprlma 
sa  prrnnde  satisfaction  da  le  voir  r>resent  a  oette  Conference* 

Aussl  floramee-nous^convalnoua  qua  la  neu?5le  franoals.  dfes  qu.'ll 
aura  exwlme  aa^volonta  nationals,   conderartera  oes  aotas  d'agreBslon 
et  sa  ralllera  a  t^utea  las  Nations  amlea  da  ^a  r>eix  dons  le  dislr 
da  oonfirraer  l^indanandanoa  at  la  aouveralnate  d'un  Days  d'une  si 
haute  et  si  noble  olvllleatlrm. 

LE  PRESIDENT:     II  nfy  a  plus  d'orateur  Inaorlt  sur  la  Section 
II  n*y  a  pas  df  observations*.  . 

M.  DEJEAN  (la  Franca):  Ja  damanda  qua  1*  Honor  "Me  dalcguo  de 
I1  Egypt  a  solt  rapr>ala  k  1'ordre  nour  avoir  souleva  una  question  qid 
rfa  auoun  rapport  aveo  la  debat  an  ooure  devant  la^  Commission. 

Nous  na  sommes  nas  venus  lcispour  nous  lalsser  rtrovoquer  male 
pour  flpr>ortar  notra  contribution  a  I'oauvra  da  r*>lx 


LE  PRESIDENT  (variant  en  anglais:  taxta  de  lf  Interpretation  an 
als):     Ja  raconnala  le  blan-fonde  da  lfobs«rvflitlon^de  M.  le 
delegue  da  la  franoe.     Dans  un  tal  oaa,  la  devoir  flu  President 
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semit  de  referer  I1  of  fnlre.au  Comito  Executlf,   male  Je  ne  crois 
!  ! 


ootto  heurp  at     t^nt  donn5  l!etPt,dos  tmv^ux  do 

11  ser^lt  >>on  *e  ^rolonccor  oo  de^at  at  do  risquer  do 
voir  oetto  iffp.lro  r*?venlr  devp.nt  n^us*     Ofost  noumuoi  Jo  me 
suis  detenu  de  ^rr^n^re  octta  rcesuro. 

M.  BADAVI  PASHA:     Jo  demnnde  la  parole. 

LE  PRESIDENT   (rwrlant  en  anrclals;  texte  do  I'lnterorotntlon  en 
fran9ale):     Est-oe  eur  le  mdme  point? 

M.   BADAWI  PASHA:     Je  desire  r5™ndro  ^>u   delor<ue  de  In  Prnnce, 

LE  PRESIDENT  (^nrlant  en  anp;lnls;  texte  de  lf  Interpretation 
^n  fron9als):  La  ^resldonte  consl'"'ere  qu1!!  eornlt  ^on  do  tenlr 
lf  Incident  pour  clos. 


M.   le  dele^uo  ^e  I'Auetrplle  n  •oromse  I'ndontlnn  de  la 
motion  de  voto,  lnnuo!10  n  fit/'  rmuyoe  ^^r  M.   lo  ^Sl'rnie  dee  Etote- 
Unle. 


Quo  ceux  qul   sont  d'rvle  ^'fldonter  IP   Section  A  Vvmlllont  Men 
lo  manifest  or  en  lovnnt  In  nnin* 

(Le  vote  a  lieu) 

LE  PRESIDENT   (r>nrlnnt  en  f»a-;l^is;   texio  ^o  l!intcr^rotntlon 
en  fmno^iB):     u.  Le  Secretaire  n!inforno  qu'il  y  n  eu  30  voix  en 
fnveur  ne  I'^^o^tlon  ot  1  vnix  contrc* 


M.   DEJEAN:     Je  n!*l  -nas  eu  I1  Intention  de  votor  Contre  mnis, 
au  contrnire,  ^e  v^tor 


LE  PRESIDENT   (^nrl«nt  nn  ^nn;lnls;   texto  de  l^ntornrotntl^n  on 
je  m'oxCuso  nu^res  de  M*   lo  dole^ue  do  In  France, 


Je  constate  que  la  Section  A  est  adoptee  a  I'unanimite. 

LE  DELEGUE  DE  LA  SYRIE:     La  delegation  syrienne  declare 
qu'elle   8!0st  abstenue  dans  le  vote. 

(Le  dllague  de  I'Arabie-seoudite  (pa  riant  en  anglais)   et  le 
deleguo  du  Llban(t>arlant  en  anglais)  declarant  qu'lle  se  sont 
abstenus  dans  le  vote.) 


LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  on  anglnls;  toxto  do  I1  Interpretation  er 
franpais):     Jo  prle  M,  Le  Rapporteur  du  vouloir  bion  poursuivre  la 
lecture  de  son  rnuport  ooncernant  lo  texte  de  la  Suction  B« 

(Le  Rapporteur,   t>arlant  en  anglcls,  donnc  lecture  de  la  partle 
de  aon  rapport  ooncernont  la  Section  B;  toxto  frrnpnls  du  rnpport:) 
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SECTION  B  DU  CHAPITRTS  VI 

.  Son  Exoollenco  M,   John  Sofi*mopoulosj  Prosldant  du^Comito 
III/l,   fjnnonoo  que  1  j  Oomito  do  Coordination  de  In  Conference  a 
apt>rouvo  IP  proposition  du  Comltu  III/l  qul  ruooramondo  quo  toute 
la  Seotlon^B  d\i  Chapltr^  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Ooljs 
soit  rof^r.'e  n  ce  Comite^  oo  qui  a  ate  fait  K  lr»  troiziorao  sonnoa 
du  Comlto  III/l  •   Uho  discussion  gonnrale  de  la  Section  B  s'ensult. 
Cette  discussion  termlnee,  lee  projets  d^pmondumcnt  nux  divers 
piragrophes  do  la  Section  B  eont  prSsentjs  par  les  delegues^       f 
intorcsscs  et  les  debits  rctjrennent  sur  ohaquo  amondoment  eepprem 

Le  titre  de  la  Section  B  du  Gh&pitre  VI  des  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  ^Oaks  est  }.e  suivnnt:    "Principoux  pouvoirs  et  fonctlons*. 
Il^nfa  otc  propose  0   oo  tltro  qu!un  s^ul  pmondement  qui  conslstait 
a  ol^miner  le  mgt^Prlncijaux11.     Cot  rmondemant   jtrnt  une  question 
de  redaction  a  etc  rcnvoye  au  Comitc  de  Redaction, 

Le  texte  du  Dnrnemphe  1  de  lr».  Section  B  ost   comma  suit: 


"!•     Afin  de  T5crm3ttro  n   Il0rg-nls??tlon 
prompt  omcnt  at  efficnoenont,   los  monbr^s  de  I'Orgnni- 
sation  devrnlent,    d«ns  In  Ohn.rte,   conforer  nu  Consell 
de  Securlte  In   responsibility  ossentielle  ^n  oe  qui 
ooncerno  le  nnintien  de  1<>  rjnix  et  de  In   sncurite 
internntlon^los,    )t  convrnlr  quo,   d^ns  l^xcroloe 

des  fonctlnns  lul  inoom'bnnt  de  ce  f^lt,  le  Conseil 
agit  en  lour 


De  norabroux  amondenents  ^   ce  T)nrne:mpho  aont;  proposes.   Tous 
so  r^Dportent^ux  ^ouvolrs  rslatifs  Au  Oonseil  do  Securlte  et  de 
l^Assemblee  &enerfllef     Plusleurs  de  ces  nmendenents  soullgnent  la 
neoossite  de^preciser  div»nt«ge  les  fonctlons  et  pouvoirs  du 
Oonsoll  de  Securlte).     Quelques  autrcs  propositions  peuvont   se 
rasumer  comno  suit: 

(a)  Le  Gonsoll  de  Seourlte  dov^a^t  falrc  des  rapports  de 
BBS  travaux  It  I'^ssembloe  Q-onerale; 

(b)  L!Assemblle  Oenemle  devralt  6tre  habllltue  &  eur- 
volller  los  tpavoux  du  Consell  de  Soourite,  ^  los 
approuver  et  a  falre  des  recorunandntions  en  vuo  de 
1'  observance  de  see  obligations; 

(c)  les  pouvoire  du  Oonsoll  de  Security  devrr»ient  6tro 
dlmlnuee; 

(d)  le  Oonsail  de  Securlto  ne  devrrit  ni  et^blir  ni 
modifier  <\es  princlpes  ou  des  regies  de  firoit; 

(e)  la  responsablllte  premiere  rlu  mnlnticn  do  la  pnlx  ot 
de  IP  socurlte  ^nturnntlonples.   qul   ost  une  function 
du  Cone  all  do  Securlte,   Aovmlt  lul  6tre  conferoe 
par  1^  Chr.rte  aveo  certninee  restrictions  et  pour 
une  periode  de  hult  uns;   qt 
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(f)  I'Asson^lee  Oenar^lo  dovnit  fetro  ID  plus  h^uto 
ewtoritc  de  ^Organisation,  mils  lo  Conseil  de 
Securite  ne  devrnit  ms  fttro  un  simple  orgnne 
exooutlf  de  VAssemblv'o;   au  contr^ire,   lorsque 
l^Assenblae  &£»ncr*le  ne  siege  pas,    lo  Consoil  de 
Sacurito  devr^it  *voir  IP  m$me  competence  que 
oello-c^  en  tout  oo  qui  oonoerne  la  paix  ct  IP. 
security  communes. 

Parmi  les  anendonents^proposes,   un  soul^ost  pdopto  or»r  lo 
Comita  HI/1.     II  a   oto  presanto  per  M.   le  dologuo  *.u  C^n 
oonstltuo  lfaclrlltion  sulvanta  au  pnragrp.pbe  1,    Section  B, 
Ohapltro  VI: 

n^e^Consell  de  Socurite   soura^ttr^  n   I'Assenbloe 
Q-onarnle,   TD^UP  ex^men,   cles  rpTDports  rnnuels  ot 
en  OPS  de  bosoln,   fles  rapports 


Le  texte  original  tf.u  p^rngraphe  1,    Section  B,   nvec  cette 
est  nieflnitlvoment  pdopto  -^ar  le  Coralto  III/l. 


Lo  texte  du  par^gr^T>he  2  ^e  la   Section  B,    Ohnpitre  VI  ries 
Propositions  n^e  Dumbarton  Oaks  est  ro^igo  coramo   suit: 

w2tEn  reonllssant   coe  foncti^ns,    le  Consail  de 
8ocurito  ^evrnlt  n^lr  conformemont   nxix  buts  (*t» 


lf  Organisation,  w 


/     Deux  amendments  PU  DnynfijrnT)l)e  2  ^ne  £to  nroDoses.      L'un 
T>revoit   que  lo  Conseil  do  Socurite  devrnit   s'nbstenlr  nie  ijronclro 
n^os  decisions  qui  xjourrpient  Dorter  ntteinto  a  l!intogrite  terrl- 
torlale  et  a  I'lnder^n^noe  T^oiitlquo  ^.'Etots-membres  ^,e  l!0rgani^ 
satlon.   Tout  niifferen'-l  cjui  -oourr^lt   surgir  sur  ^es  questions  ae 
ce  genre  devrqit  6tro  rof^ro  >>  l!Assembl5o  Goner^le,    sur  I1  initia- 
tive ^rlu  Consoll  r'e  Socurite  ou  sur  la  ^.em^n^.e  ^o  toute  r>artie  au 
differond.  Le  deuxiemo  tDroJet  ^^menrlement  v  TJOUT  objot  r1.fassurer 
que  le  Conseil  de  Securlte  a^isso  non  seulomont   yn  conformlte  aveo 
los  buts  et  nrincipos  de  I1  Organisation,   rasls  aussi  an  conformlte 
aveo  la  Oharte,   et  qu'nuoune  solution  fl'un  different  ne   soit 
imposes  a^un  Etijt,   qui  eolt  fie  nature  k  lul  f^lre  nordre  conf  lance 
dans  sa  securito  et  dans  son  bion-Stre  futurs.     L^  nremibro 
proposition  est  retirae  par  lo  d^lSguo  qui  I1  a  r)rssontoe,    et  qui 
In  <j*nsld6r°lt  plut^t  coinme  une  observation;   la  deuxlumo  est 
rejot^e  a  la  suite  dfun  vote  du  Oomite,     Lo  TKir^gr^phe  2,   Section  B 
demeuro  done  sans  ohp.ngemont  .     Le  texte  original  est  ap^rouvo, 

Le  toxte  du  T*arngr«phe  3.   Section  B,   Ohapitre  VI  des  Proposi- 
tions de  Dumbarton  Oaks  est  re^ige  oomme  suit: 


Z.  L^s  ^ouvoirs  ^r^ores  aocordes  QU  Oonsell 
fle  Securlte  on  vue  de  lul  pemettre  de  remnlir 
sos  fonotlons  sont  oxt>osos  au  Oh^^itro  VIII.* 
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^ucun  funsn^enent  nfa  <5te  nropoeo  h  oo  wr^gr^Phe,  ot  lo 
Comlto  III/l  ndopto  le  toxto  original  aane  modification, 

Le  parsgrapho  4^  Section  B,   Chapltro  VI  fl.ee  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Cnks  ost  rodigcJ  coramo  aults 

"4,  Toue  le^  raonbrea  de  ^Organisation  devrnlent 
s^ongygqr  a  jooo^t  orgies  rLociai^na^du  Oonsuil  de 
Sooui'lco  ot  a  I&G  executor  conformoraont  nux 
dispositions  do  IA  ChartutM 

Plueluure  amen^emante  au  nGragrrpho  4  ont  cto  nroejntoe  nu 
Conito  par  divots  daleguoe.     L'un  do/ooe  amenrtomunte  attrlbue  a 
I'Aesenbloo  Oenerrle  le  pnuvdr  de  rovleer  loe  flocifli^nB  du  Consol 
un  nutre  Aonno  ^ux  raembros  de  I'Orgrnlsati^n  la  dr^lt  d'nrwcl  pour 
loe  questions  nYexl^c3nt  r>as  dee  ne  euros  inn6dintos;  un  troislomo 
llmite  aux  declslone  qui  pourront  6tre  ^rleee  en  nrmiicntlon  dos 
tcraee  du  Chupltro  VIII  dos  Pr^oflitione  de  Dunb^rton  Onke  I1  obli- 
gation ob  eoijt  lefl^tPtB-monbreB  d'nooentor  lea  deoleionfl  du 
Consell  de  Securite, 

Auoun  dee  rnendenents  nronoeoe  n'ost  ndo^to  nor  le  Oonlte  III 
Plusieurs  questions  *e  rodpotion  soiit  ^oov-ntoos  ^ns  1«  soule     / 
Intention  de  lee  sounottre  nu  Coralte  de  Coordination  do  la  Confe- 
rence .  Lo  vote  ^u  Oonlte  III/l  eur  le  rinrcgrnnhe  4  de  I*  Suction  B, 
OhPTjitro  VI  doe  Pronositl^ne  ^e  Dumbarton  Onke  n  pour  rosult^t 
lf  ^option  du  texte  orifrin»l  ^o  oo 


Le  npr^gr^nhe  5  de  1«  Section  B  du  Oh^nitre  VI  eat 
oomne  suit: 

"6.  Afin  r'e  favorleor  l!otnbli«Benant  3t  le 
raalntien  ^e  In  r^ix  at  do  In  socurito  intorna- 
tlonplefl,   on  oonsnornnt  uno  proportion  ausfll 
5^ible  que  poosiblo  dea  reBBourcos  hunninoa  et     / 
eoonomlquea  oux  nrnorjonta.  lo  Oonsoil  Ae  Soourito, 
aveo  lffllde  du  Oomito  d'Et^t-MrJor  vla5  QU  Ohn- 
pltre^VIIlL  Suction  B,  PcirpgMpho  9.  devrnlt  fltra 
charge  d^laborer^dea  nlone  pour  Ifetibll8aenent 
dlun  syateme  ^e  roglenontftion  dee  nrnemuntaf   ot 
do  lea  aounettre  nux  nunbr^e  de 


Un  enendement  au  pnrn^mphe  ,6  «  6t^»  nr68ontef  viaont  i  rjaorve 
exclueivonont  oux  gouvorncnenta  in  fabrication  doe  ^rnunente,  mole 
lj  Oonlto  no  lfn  PHB  «dopt6,     Le  voto  BUT  Id  ^nrnnjrnphe^S,  Suction 
Ohapitre  VI  doe  Propoaltlone  lo  Dunbnrton  O^ka  a  pour  ruaultot 
I1  adoption  du  toxte  original  de  oe  pnrnftrrrlio  anna  modification* 


Pluaijura  ^ir^graphoa  «dditionnela  ont  oto  propoaoa  POUT  la 
Seotign  B  du  Ohrn^tro  VI*     Plualeiura  do  ooa  nmnndenonta  ont  jto 
rotlrea  ^T  loa  doleguos  qui  lea  civr.iont  ^roaontoa«     En  oonaoquonoe 
le  Ooxaito  n(n  qua  deux  nnundonenta  h  ^ls  outer,  L^  ^r^mlor  vlao  a 
attrlbuor  au  Conaeil  de  Securite  le  pouvoir  d  '  ex  e  outer  lea  duoiaim 
definitives  de  la  GOUT  pernanente  de  Justice  Intarn^ti^nrle  ou  do 
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t«ut  Autre  tribunrl  ^ont  IP  competence  en  I'esnbce  aumit  ete 
rec^nnue  nor  les  Etnts  Arties  >  un  differond.  Le  deuxlono  ".mondo- 

ment,ee  rnwQrte  a  la  ^artloi^atlon  du  Consoll  do  Securlto  k  la 
*>rooodure  d'nleotlon  *es  Jupoe  de  la  Cour  neraanonto  *e  Justice 
internntlonalo,   qul  dovrnlt  avoir  liou  oonformoraont  *u  St«tut  -do 
In  Cour.     La  Conlte  vote  aur  l?s  deux  nmenderaents.^Le  ^renier  ust 
r;?Joto*  Lo  flooonfl.  enendamont  ^ronoel  ^nr  lo  ^lopcue  de  ID 
fut  cuVvoto  a  I'unnnlnlte*  II  est  con9U  oonne  suit: 

"Le  Consell  rte  Socurite  partloinero  a  I1  election 
dee  JUROS  <\e  l«i  Cnur  Intornatlonalo  de  Justice 
conformenont  nu  St*tut  de  l 


De  cotto  nanlbro,   lfoxanon  ->nr  lo  Conlte  III/l  de  la  Section  E 
Ohapltro  VI,    ^os  frorxnsltlons  ^.o  Dunb^rton  Oaks  r>rlt  vlrtuellenant 
fin  a  la  quctorzlene  sennco  du  OonltS.     II  rost^it  co^^n'lant  tpois 
anondenente  dont  lfexanen  avnlt  cto  ranis  nar  le  Oonlte  Jusqu^a 
co  quo^lo  Oonltg  II/2  oit  terr.lno   ses  travnux  BUT  les  nmondemente 
r^ronosee  au  Oha->ltre  V,   Section  B.     Le  ^renler  ^ncndanont   so 
ronoortalt  nu  nar^gr^nhe  1  <\e  In   Section  B,   Chat>ltre  VI,   dee  Pro- 
positions de  Dumbarton  Ooks  et  vlsolt  o  llnlter  a  un  tdrrae  de  hult 
ans  lo  nandat/nrlnltlf  du  Consell  de  Sooxirlte  de  nalntenlr  lr.  nalx 
et  la  securlte  intern  at  Innolue.     Les  d-^ux  nutrjs  nnendenents, 
relatif  s  au  ^ar^p:ra^he  4  de  la  Section  B,   ten^olent  n  Conner  i 
l!Assomblee  Genprnle  lo  droit  de  modifier  los  decisions  du  Consell 
de  Socurlto  et  a  reconnaltre  aux  Menbres  de  l^rf^nisation^un  ^roit 
dfoo^el  &  I'Assenblee  acnernle  ^our  los  quostlons^qui  no  ndcoss^ten 
r>as  uno  potion  immediate.     A  la  vlnp;t-ot-unlene  seanco  du  Conlto 
III/l,   tenuu  le  13  Juln  1945,   le  ^rsmlor  de  ces  anendononts  fut 
voix   et  r^Jete;   las  ^eux  eutres  furent  retires  ^ar  les 
intoressee. 


Lo  texte  de  IP  Section  B,   sous  la  forme  an^rouvee  ^ar  le 
Cornite  et  oom^ren^nt  l!Rnen^enent  o»n«dlen,   est  redlr^o  conne   suit: 


"1.  Afln  d1  Assurer  I1  act  ion  r^nide  et  eff^oace  de 
liOrr^nisntinn,    s®s  nen>>ros  ^oivont  oonferor,   dans^ 
IP  Ch^rte,  PU  Consell  de  SScurlto  la  ros^onsabllite 
ossentlello  nour  le  naintlen  de  la  ^nlx  et  de  la 
securlte  Internet!  onnl,;s,    ot  reoonnaltre  que,   en 
s'aoqultt^nt  ^os  devoirs  quo  lui  inpose  cette 
resnone^Mlite.  le  Cons  oil  de  Soourite  agit  en  loyr 
nom.v  Le  Consoll  ^e  Soourito  a-itunettrn  h  liAsserablee 
Gene  rale,  pour  examen,    dea  rapoorte  annuele  et 
'fe'besoin,  des  rnr^orCs 


2>  En  s'aoqulttant  de  ces  Devoirs,   lo  Consell  de 
Securlto  dolt  fi^ir  conformomont  &ux  buts  ot 


prinolpes  de  lf  Organisation. 


3.  Les  ^ouvoira  ^ro-oroe  conferee  au  Cons  oil  da 
Securlte  t>our  }ul  nernjttro  da  s'eoquitter  Aa  coa 
devoirs  aont  ^efinia  au  Ghnpltre  VIII* 
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4f  TOUB  lee  merobree  de  I'OjjganlBation  devrflient 
s1,  engager  a  accepter, lea  dpoisione/.u  Coneall  do 
Securlte  et  X  lee  executor  oonformoment  0ux  dia- 
T>oaitionfl  de  la  Charte. 

5,  Afin  de  favorleer  I1  atrblisaement  et  le  molntien 
de  la  ^alx  et  de  la  seourlte  Internationale  a,  en 
consaorant  une  proportion  ays  el  foible  que  possible 
des  ressourcee  humalnee  et  economlquea  PUX  arraeraente, 
le  Conaeil  de  Seourite;  aveo  I'aide  du  Conita  cVEtat- 
Major  vise  au  Chap^tre  VIII,  Section  B,  narnRraphe  9, 
devrait  fttre  charge  d'alaborer  des  plane  ^our  1'eta- 
bllesenent  ^!un  eyatbme  de  replementfltlon  dee  arme-» 
nente,  et  de  lea  aoumettro  auk  menbrea  do  I'Drganiaatlon 

6«  Le  Conaeil  de  Seourlto  loartiolpora  a  I1  Election 
dee  JUCJ^B  de  la  Cour  Int jrnotionale  de  Juatice 
oonfornenent  r?.u  Stntut  de  la  Cour. 

LE  PRESIDENT  (r^rlant  en  on^laia;  texte  de  I1 interpretation  en 
fran9ala)j  Quolqu'un  demand9-t-il  la  Carole  eur  cc  texte?.... 

Jo  le  meta  aux  voix. 

(La  Section  6  eat  adopt ae  &  I'unanimlto) 

LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anpflaia;  texte  de  I'interorltatlon 
en  fran9ala):  Je  nrle  le  Rannorteur  de  donner  lecture  de  eon 
report  ooncernant  la  Section  C« 

(Le  Rapporteur,  TDarlant  en  anfrlaia,  donne  laoture  de  la  ^artie 
de  aon  rapport  concernant  la  Section  0;  texte  fwn9ala  du  rapports) 

SECTION  0  DU  CHAPITRE  VI 

La  disouasion  Renerole  de  la  Section  C  du  Cha^ltre  VI  dee 
Propoaitl'jnB  de  Dumbarton  Qaks  oora^letao^  la  Conference  de  Cringe, 
a  commence  &  la  neuy;iemo  aeance  du  Comito  III/l^et  e'eat  pourauivie 
au  coura  dea  c^eux  aeanooa  sulvrntea  de  oo  Comite* 

Lo  texte  de  la  Section  C.  eat  le  suivant: 
Section  0«  Vote 

1.  Chaquo  nembre  du  Consail  do-  Suourit^  do v rait 
avoir  une  volx. 

2,  Lea  decisiona^du  Coneoil  de  Securlte  BUT  lea 
quo st lone  do  nrooadure  dovralont  etre  prieea  K  la 
majorita  de  aeot 
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3,  Les  A^clslons  Au  Con  sell  *e  Socurlto  eur 
toutes  lee  autres  questions  Aevralent  etre 
prises  fc  la  najorlte  Ae  sar>t  voix  Aont  oelles 
Aes  menhree  r^ernanents,    sous  reserve  que,  flour 

les  A6olelono  vipees  9u  Chnnltre  VIII.   Seotion  A 
et  A^ns  in  Aeuxlome  nhr^se  Au  nnz^pr^he  1  Au 
Chnt>itre  VIII,   Section  0-  uno  n^rtle  *\  un  AliTeronA 
Aevr^lt  s^bstenlr  Ae  vo 


Les  oTnonAerumts  ^ronoees  se  ronrnrtont  *ux  nn.m^o^ij^fl  2  ot  3 
As  lo  Seotion  0,  Lflnter6t  manifest^  r>ar  toutes  les  Aelootlons  o 
1^  Seotion  0  Au  OhoTjltro  VI  Aes  Propositions  Ae  Dumbarton  Ooka 
oomr>i6tee  *L  In  Confer  enoe  Ae  Crlnee,  mfn  onenfi  ^  nnnexer  nu  nr^sont 
ranr>ort  le  texte  Inte^ml  Aes  amonAenents  proposes  *v?r  les  Afilo- 
gatlons  suivnntoe: 

L1  Australia,  le  Bresll  .  Cuba,  1'Equateur,  1  f  Egypt  e,  le  Salvador, 
l!&thlople,  la  France,  la  areoe,  le  Guatemala.  I1  Iran,  les 
Pays-Bas,  ^la^Norvege,  le  Commonwealth  des^hlllpplnes,  I1  Uruguay 
et  le  Venezuela.  La  France  avalt  presente  un  amendement  mals, 
ayant  Indlque  dans  le  memorandum  aooompagnent  sos  amendemonts 
qu'au  ooure  de  la  perlode  qui  sulvralt  la  guerre,  Id  malntian  de 
la  palx  depondrait  surtout  de  I'aooord  des  grnndee  Puissances  et 
qu!elle  so  garderalt  de  rlen  proposer  qul  pu^sse,  le  oae  eohoont, 
oompromettro  un  tel  nooord,  olle  sfest  rallies,  au  ooure  dos 
debate,  au  texte  de  Yalta. 

Des  objections  furent  soulevces  par  do  nombpeux  dol^gues  au 
Oomlte  oontre  le  texto  propose  ^et  plus  part  1  cull  orement  oontre  la 
partle  qul  soumettralt  la  procedure  des  reglemonts  paolflques 
(Chopltre  VIII,  Section  A),  a  la  x;6gle  de  1'unanlmlte  des  membros 
permanent  s  du  Consell  de  Seourlte* 

A  la  neuvlome  sennce^du  Co  ml  to  III/l,  le  delegue  de  la 
Nouvelle-Z^lf^nde  a  souleve  la  question  du  fonctlonnement  du  *drolt 
de  veto"  dee  membres  oermnnents  du  Consell  de  Seourlte  en  oe  qul 
oonoerne  la  Seotion  A  du  Chppltre  VIII,  II  exprlma  1'espolr  gue 
les  repr6eent»nts  des  gouvernemente  Invlt^nts  e  err  lent  disposes 
fe  donner  une  explication  complete  a  ce  sujet,  ^Les  dobats  qul  / 
s'ensulvltant  furent  peu  ooncluants  et  en  consequence  le  Oomlte 
d^clda  de  nommer  un  Sous-comlte  lIII/l/B)  comprenant  les  doleguos 
de  I'Aufltra^ie^  Cuba,  Egypt  e,  Oreoe.  ?nys-Bas,  lo  Rapporteur  alnsl 
que  les  Delegues  Aes  gouvernemente  invitonte  et  de  la  France, 
nfln  de  dlsslper  les  doutes  qul  sont  nes  au  oours  du  debat« 

A  sa  premiere  reunion  le  Soue-oomlte  docl^n  que  les  questions 
oonoernant  la  Seotion  C  du  Chopltre  VI,  que  les  membres  du  Sous- 
09ml  te  autres  qye  les  representants  des  gouvernements  lijvltante 
deslreraient  presenter,  dovralont  dtre  somnlsoe'au  Soorotarlat  / 
qul  les  olasseralt  afln  d'ellmlner  lee  doubles  enplols  et  de  pro- 
sent  or  un  document  oomplet  ^e^pos^nt  908  questions.  De  cette 
fapon,  un  questionnaire  a  ete  prepare  et  presente  le  22  raal  1945, 
aux  ropresentants  des  gouvornemonts  InVltonts,  au  Soue-oomlte. 
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Ld  7  Juln  1945  le  8oua~onnl$e  re  911  1  la  roponsu  a  ce  question- 
nniro  sous  la  forme  A'une  declaration  oomnuno  et  unrnlme  doe 
Delegntlona  dee  gouvemenente  invitonta,  qui  avplt  re  cue  1111 
I1  Approbation  de  la  Prnnce. 

Lea  textjB  du  queet^onnolre  at  de  la  declaration  sont 
Joints  au  present  rnpport.   (Doc.  865  et  85£). 

Aprea  avoir  re9u  lee  documents  susnentionnos,  le  Conito 
IIlA  reprlt  a  sr  solzlbne  sermce,  In  discussion  do,  In  Section 

0  du  Chnt>ltrc  VI  at  on  wrtlcullor  dee  quustl'jns  ^resentoos  aux 
tmlssfn^GS  Invitnntee  et  r»e  le  declaration  proprree  por  oollae- 

01  eij  ropoijae  K^cea  auestl^na.     Dflnty)rtnntea  intemrontlona 
ont  oto  pl»eaentoea  r>our  et  centre  ledlt  wdrolt  de  veto". 


Pour  oonaultor  les  rosunos  flos  Intorvcntl^ns  des  dlffo- 
r^ntoa  delegations  sur  co  sujc't,   se  referor  rux  oonpte-^ren^us 
resumes  de  la  16ene.  17^0.  18bno.   19eme.   ot  do  In  20one  sqancos 
du  Oomito  IIlA.      (D^O.   897,   922,   936,   956,   ot  967).    ^o  Do- 
leguo  de^l'Austrplie  n  prosonto  des  nbsorvntinns  ix^r  ocrit 
sur  la  deolsrntlon  des  qun.tre  Tmissincoe  invlt^ntos,   qul^uront 
onnexoos  au  proces-vorbnl  do  1^   aelzlbno  sennce  du  Oonlte  III/1| 
aur  aa  denande,   (voir  Doo.  897). 

Au  coura  ^ee  dobnta  rjualoura  del  ague  a  indlquerent  qufila 
eoraient  plua  qncllna  n  accentor  lea  ^leDOBlti^na  ^©  vote  prn- 
posooa  ei  la  revia^on  de  IP  Uhartc  prr  uno  outre  Conference 
dea  Nationa  Uniee  etr  it,  renduo  ^os  Bible.     Us  exr>rlneront 
l!ospolr  qu^une  tolle  revision  de  la  Chnrte  no  sornit  pas  sou- 
mise  a  la^regle/.e  l!un!inlnlte  r'.es  nenbros  pornanbnts  du  Con- 
soil  r!.e  Beclirlte. 


II  y  out  egnlement  f.ea  ^iacuaai^na  rol^tlvoe  aux  effota 
que  produirait  lfobatentlon  de  menbres  r'.u  Oonsull^  et  t>lus 
parti  cull  ore  ment  l^abetention  ^e  numbres  pcjrnrnents.   requlso 
pnr  le  t>arc»grrphe  3,  Boction^C.  du  Chr»pitre  VI  sur  lee  pouvolrs 
du  Consell  de  nroce^cr  ^ux  regienonts  wolflques  T)rovu8  r  la 
flection  A  du  Ohnpitre  VIII. 

Oea  discussions,  ^y  cormrls  les  renrrquos  ^.u  deleguo  dea 
E^ats-Uhis  sont  resumeas  ^nns  ie  nx^obs-verbnl  de  la  vingtlbne 
aepnce.    (Doo.  967) 


L'nnen^enent  ^e  l!Austr«)lie,   ^ont  le  but-  §t»it  df«nr)doher 
le  ^roit  ^e  vetn  ^e  sfexerpor  eur  t^utea  los  floclsl^ns  du  Cons  ell 
^e  Secutflte  relatives  PU  regtenent  n«ciflque  fut  finnlenent  nis 
aux  volx  PU  C^nltp  1II/1.     Bt^nt  ^.onno  au»un  rutro  Oonlto  s'ctrlt 
cbnrgu  *fe<flnlner  au^lquoa-unee  ^.ea  ^len^sltl^ne  contonues  *.ans 
l^nendenent  ^r^Bs^mtvi  nrlnltivenont  tvir  I'Australle,  lfHonor^blQ 
daleguo  ^e  lfAustrnlie  modlfin  son  pnen^enant  oonne  suit: 
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A  la  fin  du  pawgrephe  2,  de  la  Section  0  to  Chepltre  VI, 
a  J  outer  oe  qul  milt: 

'Lea  decisions  prises  par  le  Consell  de  Socurito 
dane  Ifexer9lce  de  80s  fo  net  Ions,   devoirs  et 
pouvolrs  provus^a  la  Section  A,du  Chnpltre  VITJ, 
eoront  oonslder£e8  oonme  des  decisions  en  natlere 
de 


Je  cite  speolalement  le  resuxtrt  du  vote  BUT  lr  men  dement  9 
austrelien,  oar  11  fut  consider!  comme  un  example  typlque  a  I'egord. 
des  aut  res  amen  dements  nroposee  rmr  la^Seotion  G  du  Chapltre  VI. 
En  fait,  les  aut  re  s  amendenents  proposes  sfecartaient  blen  davantage 
du  texte  original  de  la  Section  0  quo  lfamendenent  mistralien  ne 
senblp^t  le  f*ire«  L'avls  general  du  Comlte  IIlA  est  blon  evident 
a  cet  egrrd:  et  orest  r>our  celb  quo  les  aut  res  aiaendements  ne 
furen^  nas  mis  aux  volxl  quolque  quelques-une  seulement  furent 
retires  par  les  delegues  qul  los  avalent  r>reflont£s. 

Llamendement  aus  trail  en  fut  rojeto  %.  la  dix-nouvione  seance 
du  Comlte,  le  18  Juln  1945,  ™\r  le  vote  sulvant:  10  volx  pour, 
20  contre  et  15  abstentions. 


Cuba,   Iran, 


fAj  uriuvxw«j    uw    xu  auu buniiinnB* 

Ont  vote  pour:  Australl9.  Bresll,  Chill,  Colorable, 
Mexlque,  Pays-Bas,  Nouvelle-Zolande,  Panama* 

Ont  vote  contre:  Ronubilque  Sovletlque  Soolallste  de  la  Russle 
Blanche,  Chine,  Costa  Rica,  TchSooslovaqule,  Danemark,  Republlgue 
Domlnloalne,  France,  Honduras,  Llbnn,  Llberln^  Nicaragua,  Norvego, 
Commonwealth  des  Phlllnplnes,  Ropubllquc  eovlutlque  soclallsto 
de  I1 Ukraine,  Union  Sud-Afrlcaine,  Union  des  Renubllques  Sovletlquen 
Soolallstes,  Royaune-Unl,  Etats-Unls,  Uruguay,  Yougoslavle» 

Be  sont  abstenue:  Argentine,  Bolglque,  Bollvlo,  Cijnp.da, 
Ethlople,  &rooe,  Ouatenola,  Indes.  Ircfc.,  Luxembourg,  Perou,  Arable 
Seoudlte,  Syrle,  Turqule,  Venezuela, 

Le  delegue  du  Salvador  doolara  a  la  seance  sulvante  du  Comlte 
II I A  qu'll  regrettalt  de  ne  pas  avoir  PU  assist  er  k  la  seance 
lorenu§  ^am^ndement  de  lfAustrnlle  fut  mis  nux  volx  et  qua  s'll 
avnlt  cte  r>  re  sent  11  "urolt  vote  pour  cot  anondement, 

Le  texto  original  de  lo  Section  C  fut  en  suite  mis  aux  volx 
au  cours  de  la  vlngtlfeme  seance  .du  Consell,  le  13  Juln  1946.  Le 
vote  eut  llou  a  nnlhs  levees  r>our  les  nnr^grrphes  1  et  2,  et  par 
apnel  nominal  pour  le  r>aragrat>he  3,  par  suite  d'une  motion  presentee 
nar  le  d^leguS  de  la  Belglquet 

La  i»r«gwnhe  1  de  la  Section  0  fut  *doi>te  \  I'unanimltS 
35  volx* 

Le  Dnragr^Dhe  2  fut  adonte  par  30  volx  contre  !• 
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Le  vote  r>ar  an^oi  nominal  du  naragrrmhe  3,  <*onnn  los 
result^ts  suivnnts:   30  volx  pour,  .2  oontro,  16  abstentions  et 
3  absunoofl. 

Ont  votfi  nour:     Bresil,  Ruseie  Blanche,   Canada,   Chlno.   O^sta 
Rlcn,  Tcheooslovaquie,   Danumark,  Rapublique  Dom^nloaino,  Ethlopio, 
Fnmoe,  arboe,  pondurae,  Inde.  Irak,  Llban,  LlberiP,  Lu*oubourg, 
Nicaragua,  Norvoge,   Commonwealth  flea  Philippines,   Sjirie,  Turquio, 
Rewtylique  de  I1  Ukraine,  Uhion  Sud-Afrionlne.   Uhion  d$s  Republiquee 
Sovietlques  SoolnllBteB,  Royauno-Uni,  Etnts-lJnls  d'Anorlquo, 
Uruguay,  Vonozuela  ot  Yougoelavie. 

Ont  vote  oontrei     Oolomblo  ©t  Cuba*  Lours  ^eleguee  ont 
proaente  ftee  fleolnrntione  eorltee  aacnliqu^nt  laur  rttltu^e. 

8e  eont  abfltenus:     Argentine,  Australia,  B^lplque,  Bollvle, 
Chili,  Egypte,  Salvador,  Ourtorviln,   Imn,  Mexique,  pny 
Nouvelle-Zelande,  Panann,  Pnr^Ruay  et  Pernu. 


Les  delegueB  absent  a  et^ient  oouz  ^e  I1  Squat  our,  ^fHilti  ot 
l!Arnblo  Soou^lte* 


^    Le  dol9f?u£  d!Hilti  a  flubaeauemnent  ndresfle  tjna  loftre 
Prealf'ent  fteol^r«nt  qu^l^  nlf\v^it  ^ns  nu/6tre  ^resent  a  la  Soance, 
n«)iB  que  8fil  1'avnit  ete,  11  ^urnit  voto  nour  le 


LE  PRESIDENT   (rwrlr»nt  on  nnglniBj  intomrot^ti^n  du  toxto  en 
aiajt     Quntre  dilutions  ^nt  nnnonco  lour  intontlon  de  ^rendre 
la  Carole  BUT  oette  section.     Jo  ^onne  IP  Carole  ^>u  prenicf  orrtour 
inaorit,  M.  lo  Docteur  Evrtt,  Minlatre  doe  Affaires  Etr^ngerea 
d'Australie. 


M.  EVATT  (parl)ant  en  nnglflis;   interpretation  du  texte  on 
aie)t     Monsieur  le  President,  Mosdarnes  ot  Messieurs:     Nous 
sonnoe  arrivis  mnlntonant  ^u  ooour  mfeme  du  debat*     Une  dos  questions 
l^s  plus  important  90  so  r6fere  aux  procedures  de  v"to  au  soln  du 
Consell  do  Seourlte*     On  se  rnp^elleret  ^ue^les  repr^sent^nts  do  9 
gmndes  Puissances  qui  se  eont  rencontres  a  Dumbarton  Onks  ont  eto 
inonpablea  de  s'unir  vrnipent  sur  yno  fomule  qul  doternineralt  la 
question  et  oe  ne  fut  qu'a  la  Oonf  Bronco  de  Y^lta  que  cot  accord 
fut  realise. 

En  ce  qul  oonoeyne  oet  accord,  les  decisions  du  Con  sell  sur 
los  matlferee  de  procedure  demnn'dent  un  vote  nf  firn^tif  de  se^nt 
membres  aeulenent  du  Qnnaell?  d'autres  d^olBlons  —  decisions  BUT 
les  quest  ions  de  fond  —  den  undent  non  eoulonent  une  najorit£  de 
ser>t  nenbres  nais  les  votes  unnnlnos  des  nenbrea  nemnnenta  du 
Oonaeil.     0!e€rt  &  oe  noment-li  qu^  etS  introdult  dnna  la  phraeeolo- 
gie  normal©  lo  mot  "veto"*    II  f^ut  8*oxnliquer  sur  I1  exactitude 
de  oe  not.  O'ert  fort  sirmle:  lea^oinq  Puissances  tr^valllant  uha- 
nlmcment  Deuvent  nrrlter  toute  decision.     Mn.la  cola  ne  aufflt  pas. 
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Une  se^o  dee  Ornn^ee  Pulsaangee,  el  elle  le  dealro,  peut  bloquor 
et  ajjreter  toute  doclelon,  8*elevant  alnel  oontrt*  I'onlnlon  con- 
oertee  de  dix  ?mtree  menbree  du  Oonaeil  ae,Soourltu.  C^eet  ox- 
aotement  dans  oe  sens  que  le  not  "veto*  Q  eto  enmloye  tone  loa 
ddolorotione  fritoe  par  Monsieur  lo  Soua-8eoret*vlr«j  d*Etrt  dee 
Etnte-Unla-Gkrew,  nrouvant  que  le  toot^  "veto11  a  rraae  dnns  le 
Inngage  normal.  Le  eeule  exception  o  oette  regl*  genSmle  eet 
que  lee  Nations  part lee  a  un  lltlge  se  voient  exoluee  du  voto 
dfaprea  la  eeotion  A,  Ohapitre  VIII,  qui  e'oooupe  dee  rbfjlemonte 
paoiflquee,  et  egilement  aux  termee  dlune  decision 


paragraphe  1,  aeotlon  C,  Ohapitre  VIII,  qui  e'oooupe  du  x&gloment 
doe  lltlges  d'ordre  locrl  par  dea  arrangements  ou  dea  orgenismea 
reglnnaux* 

Le  t>rlnclt>01  debat  de  oette  Conference  efoat  oonocntr£  BUT 
le  $ena  dea  mots  "raetleree  de  t)roo6dure".  81  oette  phrase  eat 
rtefinle  dfune,fn9on  £trolte,  nlora  le  nouvolr  de  veto  dea  raeribrea 
permanents  a'elarglt.  81  lea  "mntifcree  do  procedure"  wennent  un 
aena  plua  liberal,  alore  le  nouvoir  de  veto  dea  mentor e a  permanent  a 
ae  trouve  plua  etrolt« 

Le  point  de  vue  austrollon  qui  a  £t^T  aoutenu  por  bien  d!autros 
delegations  a  £t£  que  le  opftre  du  t>ouvolr  de  veto  devrait  ttre 
nuaal  restraint  oue  possible  de  faoon  qu'auoune  grande  Puissance 
ne  puiaae.  par  aa  seule  action  individuelle,  bloquor  uno  queloonque 
dea  decisions  du  O>nsell. 

Depuia  le  d^but  dea  d^bnts,  la  d&Logntion  oustrallenno  a  dit 
qu'ello  accept ait,  etant  donn£  lee  oiroonatanoea  et  aveo  une 
oertaine  hesitation,  le  vote  en  oe  qui  conoerne  lea  me sure s  de 
ooeroltlon  prevuea  par  la  Beotion  B,  Chap it re  VIII;  oette  section 

S!oooupe  dee  questions  de  paix  ou  de  guerre,  aveo  dee  sanctions 
la  foia  eoonomiquea  et  mlli^airee.  II  eat  comprehensible  que  ai 
le  Oonaeil  doit  prendro  une  deolaion  qui  oomoorte  llemploi  de  la 
force,  lfunanimito  dea  monbres  permanente  du  Cons ell  soit  requise. 
Dlun  autre  odt^.  la  d^l^gatlon  auatrallenne  a  presents,  pendant 
tout  le  d£bst,  le  point  de  vue  que  le  veto  ne  devalt  pas  sfappli~ 
quer  aux  decisions  nriaea  aux  t ernes  de  lo  Section  A  du  Ohapltre 
VIII,  pulaque  oette  Beotion  avoooupe  du  rkglenent  wolfique  dee 
litlgee. 

Etant  donn^  le  texte  aotuel,  toute  grande  pule son oe  qui  n'eet 
paa  partie  it  un  litipje  peut  bloquer  lf notion  du  Conaell  t>our 
nrendre  dea  meaurea  de  bonoiliption  entre  lea  nationa  engageea 
dana  le  lltire,  mfime  el  lea  deux  parties  au  lltlge  et  lea  dix 
autrea  membree  ftu  Oonaeil  deairgjrt  nue  le  Oonaell  entreprenne 
une  telle  action.  Oela  mva  aenbld.  et  ne  aenhle  encore, ,une  N 
WBltion  Indefensible  et  rlen  nfa  et6  dlt  au  omire  dea  debate 
nul  alt  w  noua  oondulre  I  ohnnger  notre  opinion  aur  oe  point. 

Tel  devrait  It  re  le  devoir  du  Conaoll^de  prendre  toua  lea 
moyena  naoifinuea  noaalblea  r^our  narvenlr  a  regie?  un  lltige 
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par  arrangement  et  auoun  membre  Su  Oonsell  ne  devralt  avoir 
le  pouvolr  de  bloquer  une  action  de  oe  genre. 

,   Je  n'entrerai  pas  dans  le  detail  de  1'hietorlque  dee 
debats.  Lee  membres  de  la  Conference  apprendront  que  loraque 
lee  grandes  puissances  ont  c'te  Invitees  a  Jeter  quelque  lu- 
mlere  sur  la  situation  precise  do  la  formule  de  Yalta,  vine 
grandc  puissance  a  repondu.  La  Delegation  australlenne  a 
estime  que  1'exacte  signification  des  mots  employee  dans  la 
formule  etalt,  en  verite,  dlfferente  do  la  reponee  qul  avalt 
ote  donnee. 

Alors  on  a  deoid£  de  nommer  un  8ous-oomlt£  pour  eseayer 
d'eolairclr  IP  question.   Oe  Sous-comite  a  scumls  un  ques- 
tionnaire *ux  puissances  Invltantcs  qui,  en  temps  voulu, 
ont  dom.£  une  reponse  d!ordre  general,  que  vous  trouveret 
dans  I1  annexe  a  oe  rapport. 

Mais  11  fput  dire  loi,  d'une  fepon  nbeolumont  clalre, 
que  oette  reponao  nfa  et£  en  doe  sec  nl  p*r  le  Sous-comlt^, 
nl  par  le  Comlte  III/l;  elle  a  ete  B  Implement  Incorporee 
au  Rapport  dont  elle  forme,  pujourd!hul,  une  nnnexe. 

Quend  oette  reponee  a  et£  donn^e,  J§al  f^lt  une  analyse 
de  la  correction  de  oertalnes  des  deol^rfltione  et  des 


^ 

qul  y  etnlent  oontenus.  81  I1  en  nfpv^lt  pas 
essaye  d?approfrmdirv  par  un  questionnaire  serre  au  oours 
des  seances  du  Oomlte,  le  sens  de  1».  formule  de  Yalta, 
n'lmporte  quel  membre  permanent  du  Oonsell  PUT  alt  pu  af  fir- 
mer, HUX  termee  d'une  Interpretation  strlote  des  mots, 
qu'pucun  lltlge  n'^uralt  pu  Stre  presents  ^u  Oonsell,  en 
conformity  des  dispositions  de  la  Section  A  du  Otapltre  VIII. 
si  un  membre  permanent  du  Oonsell  non  pr.rtle  au  lltlge  s'etait 
eleve  oontre  oette  presentation. 

La  reponse  qul  vlent  d!6tre  donnc?e  maintcnant  par  les 
gouvcrnements  dos  puissances  Invltantes  eolalre  cependant 
un  point:  un  tel  lltlge  peut  etro  porto  devrnt  le  Oonsell; 
11  peut  dtro  otudle  et  dlsoute  et,  dans  un  certain  sens  oasee 
llml  te,  11  pourra  y  *volr  nudlenoo.   Dependant,  au  moment 
ou  le  Oonsell  decider  a  de  frire  quol  que  ce  solt  de  poeltlf 
en  la  matlere,  por  exemple  de  nommer  une  oomnleslon  pour 
falre  une  enqudte  sur  le  lltlge,  le  veto  peut  s'flppllquer. 

II  est  exact  de  dire  que  la  reponse  repr^eente  une 
oe^taine  avanoe  sur  lf  Interpretation  la  plus  striote  de  la 
formule  de  Yalta.   II  est  perm  is  d'^tudier  et  de  dleouter 
et  oela  est  tant  mleux. 


dependant,  Jfestlme  que  la  consideration  et  la  dlscue- 
eion  nc  sonf  pns  sufflsnntos.  Le  veto  no  dolt  pne  dtro 
nrolicaljle  a  *uoun  doe  prooessus  de  reglemonts  t>aclf  Iques 
provus  a  la  Section  A  du  Chnpltre  VIII. 

Oela  nfcet  p^s  Bculement  I1  opinion  de  la  delegation 
pustrallenne  ra^ls  oclle  de  blen  <?'autres  delegations  encore 
qul  ont  »opuye  lour  opinion  eolt  en  .votant  contre  la  forraule, 
eolt  en  s'^bstonant  de  voter. 

II  sufflt^e  PC  ref&rer  <w  rnroort  pour  constnter 
qu'unc  m«Jorltc  lmport«nte  s'est  degageo  contre  la  forraule 
elle-mfime  . 

Pule  que  la  rcponee  dee  Puissances  Invltnntes  ^  etc 
Inoluse  d^ns  le  rnpoort  et  se  trouve  prr  consequent  s^ns 
^ontradl^tl^n  port^e  d«ns  oette  seance,  Jo  desire  proceder 
a  unc  breve  rnnljjse  ae  la  reponee  que  Jfal  f  ^ibe  ^mol-mfe'ine 
nu^nom  do  la  delegation  australienne  et  qal  n  ete  distrl- 
buee  au  OOP  it  e. 

D^ns  notre  opinion,  lf  Interpretation  des  PuJssnnces 
Invltpntes  d«ns  leur  deol*r*tlon"  conjointe  ne  me  pemble 
pas  reooscr  su^  un  prlnclpo  de  Ingique  queloonque.  A  cer- 
tains egnrde  eile  eet  extrdmement  etrolte;  eo^s  d'autres 
fapports  elle  eet  peut-dtre  T)lu8  Inrge  n^ls  do  fa^on  assez 
surprenantc  .  Ii  y  a,  en  ef  f  et,  cles  questions  traltees 
comne  des  questions  do  txroo^urc  rt  qul  pourmlent  idgltl- 
nement  tonbcr  dnns  la  c»tegorle  des  questions  de  fond,  La 
reponse  ne  trait  e  specif  Iquement  que  ft'une  dps  vlngt-de^ix 
questions  c^ntenues  d^ns  le  questionnaire  ot  cst  presentee 
presque  const^n  ^ent  on  ternes  fort 


^Comme  resultat,  ot  blen  que  la  reponse  Inoliclte 
donnde  a  cert^lnee  questions  soj.t  ralsonn^blemont  olalre, 
sur  ci^utres  points  olle  l^isee  lnflnlme;rfc  trop  de  choses 
dyis  le  vague.  D^ns  certains  c^s  1*  correction  de  la 
reponse  donncc  cst  cxtr6mcnent  c^uteuse.  Par  exenple, 
aux  p^ragrrphcs  3  ct  4  du  Chppltre  VIII  de  la  Section  A  , 
dcs  Propositions  de  Dunb^rton  Oaksf  le  Consell  de  Securlte 
n'a  pns  sculemmt  le  oouvolr  mnls  11  cet  roquis  Inperative- 
mcnt  de  prenc^ro  unc  Attitude  t>"rtlcullcre  d1  notion.  ^ 
Lorsque  le  r>ouvolr  r»u  Conecll  ee  trouve  ninel  aasocle  aveo 
un  devoir  d^xeroer  oe  pouvoir^  IP  decision  se  Unite  a 
des  question^  do  temps  et  do  methMo  ot  pourrnlt,  par 
consequent,  etro  tralt^e  oonne  question  Ae  procedure. 

Oepcnr'ant,  lr  roponse  o  >njolnte  Indlque  clalremont  quo 
oes  decisions  sont  sujettes  au  veto. 
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La  reponee  oonj^inte  n1  attache  *ucun  p^lds  au  fpltv 
quo  la  Section  A  du  Ch*pltre  VIII  ^occupe  pr^squo  cntiero- 
mcnt  du  ohoix  fles  noyens  qul  ^nt  ete  deorlts  par  ^Le  texve 
do  Burib^rton  Oaks  c^mme  de  1*  procedure  pour  le  rcglencrit 
pacifiquo  dee  lltlgcs. 

L'cffct  tree  net  clo  cette  declaration  conjointe 
cet  quo  1"  <?l8oussion  pnr  le  C^nsell  ne  ijeut  pas  6tre 
bloquee,  n^is  f*ne  le  Inng^ge  c^ur^nt,  wetuc'e"coniprendralt 
evldonracnt  I'np^el  r»o  rnpoorts,  ls^uftltlon  de  tenolne  ou 
nenc  la  nomination  cVune"  c^nnlselon  c^enqufite.  Oc^cnAnnt 
le  veto  ret  "opllonble  n.  une  Decision  flf  employer  llun 
quclconque  dee"  nodes  e'e  procedure  que  Je  vlcne  de  nentlonnor. 

En  reeune,  e^ns  le  veto  <*u  Consell  celul-ol  ne  pcut 
que  dleouter  elf  oul  ou  non.  un  lltlge  peut  ^tre  rllecute, 

e'll  y  n  lieu  c^e  proceder  n,  doe 


et  nc  Dcut  que  reohcrcher  e'll  y  n  lieu  c^e  proceder  n,  doe 
recherche  s. 

Li  seul  arg\inent  ^vnnoe  pour  npr>uyer  In  position  prise 
p^r  IP.  declaration  conjointe  est  qus  t^utes  les  decisions 
subsequontes  n  i^etu^e  et  *  la  c'lecueplon  t>ourrnlent  blen 
avoir  *es  consequences  r>olltlques  n^j  euros  et  t>ourrr»lent  n6me 
oonnenoer  une  ch«f.ie  ^e  c^usoiites  qul  ^omnn^or^lent  que  le 
Oonsell,  ^s^us   ea  responsibility  r>riic  ^es  neeurps  ne  coercltlon 
conne  t>revu  a  lr  Section  B  *u  Gh^pitre  VIII. 

Get  Argument  est  exact  nals  o'pst  nourquol  .I'pxercice  neme 
du  veto,   ndrae  el  lee  ^.eux  PP  rules  *u  lltlge  rnchorchont  lr 
conciliation,  nourr^it  enp^cher  que  le  litlge  soit  arr^-n^c  et 
pourrnitf/  pnr  consequent,  blen  rlus  f^cllpnenfc  con^uire  a 
^es  consequences  flerieuses  de  nature  a  r>nener  la  runture  cle  la 
palx. 

II  y  r'une  nnalogle  p-rfalte  nvec  IOP  lois  qul  existent 
chez  nous  en  ce  qul  concorne  leg  cmflits  ?.u  tmvall.     La 
flour  de  conciliation  nfest  pas  a  In  Disposition  du  concllln- 
teur  si  ce  Dernier  vout   exercer  le  rtroit  ^e  conciliation. 
II  est  ("u  fov:lr  do  IP  Cour  ou  du  Tribunal  r'e  c^no^llptlon  ^e 
prcnclre  toutes  me  sure  s  nccessnircs  ^fln  c^'arrlver  n  oomnoser 
tous  les  confllts  ^u  travril  qul  ee  pros  ntenr. 

Oe  qul  est  vr^l  pour  ICB  cirolts  clu  travail  en  Austrnlle 
'"evrnlt  pouvoir  eg^lenent  s'flppllquor  au  riroit  International. 


L1  Interpretation  ^onnoe  p^r  les  Puls^nnces  Invltantes 
et  la  France  i  la  phrase  "matlores  *e  procedure"  lalsse  la 
position  a  ce  point  confuse  kquef   flnns  mon  opinion,   11  f«ur!ra 
tdt  ou  tnrd  que  la  Oour  Internationale  r*.e  Justice  pulsse 
rieolcler/o  la  question  rt^nterpretrtl^n  qul  se  trouve  alnsl 
Impllquee. 
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Slnon,   11  sora  n^oesealre  da  rrohoroher,  nu  moment  voulu, 
Ice  run  en  Demerits  &  la  Oharte.     Male  voue  enve«  que  oe  sera 
une  orocodure  difficile.     Vous  ^ves  entendu,  en  effet,   <*~ne 
lo  rar>t>ort  *u  Dr.  Cnstr*  quo  la  vato  continue  *  s^noiiquar 
ninenderaents  r»e  constitution  <*e  In  Ch^rte  elle-mdme. 


Lc  vote  ast  Intervenu:  Una  decision  *  £t£  r>rlee.  Je  ne 
pule  qu'esporer  qua,  t>ond*nt  lee  quelquae  nnnaes  qui  suivront, 
lee  grandee  puissances  mcmtreront  °u  ra^nfte.  p^r  lrnctlon 

'  3llce  nuecront  pis 


que  oe  solt  blon  Icur  Intention.     Ofeet  ^veo  rec  nnniseanoe 
quo  n^us  lf onreglstr^ns  et  que  jrus  ->ooept^ns  ces  Indications 
o~mme  d^nn^cs  de  b-^nne  f*l.     81  lf^n  pou^  entendre  quo  t^utes 
les  mosures  ^^oifiques  D^UT  orrlver  n.u  reglenrnt  dee  lltlges 
d^lvent  fitre  eranl^yeos  et  eoulseee  et  que  le  veto  ne  sera  p^s 
utilise  pour  empdchor  de  telles  iDroo^dures,   n^us  aurons  fait 
un  grond  p.*>s  en  avant. 

D<"ns  le  cas  oontr^lre,  1^  si  tuition  ser^lt  extrfincmcnt 
grove.     Nous  revlcndrons  a  In  eltuntl^n  qul  exlstalit 


oette  guerre,  ninre  que  la  Soolete  aea  Nntlons  ou  vous  saves 
que  l^unanlmlte  ct-nlt  rrqulee  A  I'lnteriour  r'u  Ooneell,  e'ost 
tr">uvec  Impulesantc  A  reglor  certains  lltlges,  les  turtles, 
plut^t  quo  do  rlsquer  un  dohoo  nueeln  <*e  la  Soci^te 


quo  do  rlsquer          ^ 
Nations,  prefemnt  nvoir  reo^urs  n  fles  consultations  p»°rtlou- 
lleres  et  nrrlver  a  r^es  ^ooor^s  ,en  ^ehors  du  cndre  Ae  I1  Orga- 
nisation. O'eet  ce  qul  pourrnit  se  pror'ulre  el  lo  veto  se 
trouvalt  arr>Uque  A1  une  mnnilre  trop  rlgoureuss. 

Mais  el  In  methode  llber^le  prevnut,  oela  enlevera  toutes 
les  hesitations  que  les  netltes  et  moyennoe  nations  peuvent 
nontrer  a  accepter  le  texte  notuel. 


Lf  object  Ion  a  oe  texte  nfa  r>ns  £t£  t>ouse^o  Jiisqu'au  bout 
pnrce  que  toue,  nous  vnulone  una  Chnrta,  una  Organisation 
nondlale  sur  laquelle  nous  Duisslons  oonstrulre  poxar  le^futur* 
A^^  Tjolnt  c^e  vue,  11  fout  c^nvanlr  que  de  pr.onfls  progres  out 
deja  et^  oooomplls  n  Son  Pr^nolsoo.   Les  grnndee  PulSBPHoes 
peuvent  ronr«re  \ux  lonense  service  nu  nonda  GQ  denontrant  quo, 
drne  la  pratique,  les  t>ouvolrs  qu'elles  possedent  nux  terraes 
de  la  Chartc  soront  utilises  nveo  modern  tl^n  et  Anns  I'-lnterdt 
des  Nations  Unles  toutae  en  tl  ere  8. 


Je  ne  snurals  ralcux  tcrmlner  ce  rnpoort  qu'an 
oette  ohrnse  que  v^us  conn-  le  set  ocrt^lnement  gll  est 
excellent  d1  avoir  la  force  r^un  gonnt,  male  si  vous  utlllset 
oetto  foroe  conmo  un  pc^nt,  oelr  <"evlent  te  In  tyrannic  •" 
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En  termlnant,  Je  veux  adreaser  me  a  reaerolemente  k  notre 
dietingu<  President,  N.  Sof  lanopouloe  .  Je  regretterai  que 
noe  debate  aolent  arrives  k  leur  terme,  ne  aeralt<~0»  .  one 
paroe  que  Je  nf  aural  plua  I1  occasion  de  volr  notre  President 
8finoliner  douoement  vere  la  gauche  en  murmurant:  "N.  le 
de  lr  Australia  a  la  parole". 


Je  tlena  k  remeroler  auaal  le  86nateur  Connally  qul  a9  eat 
fait  lol  le  champion  de  la  thfeae  adverse  fe  la  mlenne.  Oe  nfeet 
pas  toujoure  lul  qul  parlalt,  oar  lea  grandee  puieeoncee  ont 
fait  ueage^de  leura  reserves  in6pui  sables  pour  falre  inter- 
venlr  tantot  lfun,  tantot  lfautre  de  leure  orateura.  Mala  le 
SSnateur  Connally  eat  Intervenu  aveo  con  stance  dans  led^bat  et 
ousel,  Aaveo  une  eloquence  que  noue  avone  toua  admir£e  et  par- 
fola  meme  envl£e. 

J'adreese  mea  remerolementa  h  toua  oeux  qul  ont  oolla- 
bor6  h  noe  travaux,  aux  Interprbtee  et  aux  atenographee  arna 
leaquela  noue  nfaurlone  probablement  pae  pu  aooompllr  notre 
taohe  oonme  noua  lf  avone  fait. 

II  faut  enfin  que  J'adreeae  un  remer  clement  6ma  fe  oelto 
dee  dAKgatlone  qul  ont  oombattu  h  mea  ootfie;  h  la  Nouvelle- 
Z&IN&Q,  au  Mexique,  h  In  Belglque,  aux  Paye-Bae,  au  Orjiada, 
rux  Indeaf  h  la  Colombia,  au  Chili  et  h  eon  dlatlngu6  Minletre 
dee  Affaires  Etrangteree  et  aurtout  k  oelui  qul,  voua  VOUB  le 
rappelez,  eat  Intervenu  loi  au  deuxiteme  Jour  de  lei  Conference 
aveo  oatte  parfalte  lucldlt*  et  cette  f  oroe  que  noua  avone 
tout  admirlee,  8.  E.  le  Minletre  dee  Affaires  Etrangferea  de 
Colombia  . 

LE  PRESIDENT  (  par  1  ant  en  onglala;  texte  de  1  '  InterprS  ta- 
tion  en  franpaia):  Cinq  orrteure  aont  encore  Inaorlta.  II 
aeralt  utlle  que  noua  faeslons  un  effort  pour  eesayer  de 
termlner  cette  diaouaalon  oe  matin  meme.  Noua  avons  encore 
un  lourd  programme  devent  nouef  la  dleoueelon  d»  la  flection  D 
at  le  rapport  du  Oomltd  I  I  1/3  aur  le  Ohapitre  XII- 

Bfil  n'y  a  pas  d1  object  Ion,  noua  ollona  done  poureulvra 
le  dlbat.  (Aeeentlmant)  . 

La  parole  e*t  V  M.  le  Sinateur  Oonnally. 

M.  CONNALLY  (lee  Etats-Unlc,  parlont  en  anglale;  texte  dt 
lf  Interpretation  en  franpale): 

Nona  leur  le  Pr^  aidant,  Je  voua  remarcia  d  'avoir  bien  vou- 
lu  medomier  la  parole  oalntenant  et  Je  ne  dirai  que  quelques 
mote.  Aprba  lea  parolee  pronono^ea  par  X.  Ivatt,  d*l<gud  dc 
I1  Australia,  Je  n'ai  pr.a  voulu  reatar  eilenclaux. 
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Je  vouric*!*  **aeroi*r  tout  *e.rti4uli*r*m*nt  16  dlleguo 
australien  ^our  les  rewrques  genereuaes  qu'il  n  forauleee 
relitivenent  a  nnn  actlvite  ou  so  in  *u  Coralte.    Nous  rvons 
eu  des  seances  longues  et  laborleuses  Bur  une  des  questions 
les  olus  controversies  que  nous  pyons  eues  a  traiter. 
M.  Evtt  ft  wesent£  eon  floint  fle  vue  *vec  be«uooup  de  talent, 
je  dlrai  radme  *veo  beaucoup  de  perslstanoe  et  11  a  fait    v 
preuve  ftfun  esnrit  magnlflque.    Je  vnls  la  un  signe  *e  tres 
oon  pugure  pour  le  suooes  <J.e  la  Conference  et  fe  I1  Organisa- 
tion que  n^us  nllons  or£er.     Nous  r»vons  nu  termlner  oette 
fllsoussion  sur  une  note  fl'amltle  et  ^'hnrnonie  et  Je  rencroie 
M.  Ev.*tt  ftfavclr  ffiit  prouare  rtfun  si  bel  esr>rltt 


La  lutte  a  ^te  longue,  male  oela  no  re  ^er^nrro 
Je  suls  tres  heureux  rtf  etre  venu  ioi  nour  rencontrer  les 
Aelegurfe  de  cinquante  nations  qui  rmresentent  ^es  olimats 
dlfferents,  des  regions  ^differentes,  qul  oipt  une  longue 
histoire  qui  renonte  tres  loin  rtans  les  sieoles*   Nous  avons 
<Usout£  en  toute  liberte  et  la  disoussioq  a  «bouti  A  une 
decision.  Les  ohoses  y  resteront  Jusqu5a  ce  que  la  discus- 
sion reprenne  »:lus  turd,  sur  dfautres  tribunes—o'est  ce  que 
jUipoelle  In  democratic,  -Nous  avons  eu  une  fisoussi^n  libre. 
La  delegation  rmericrine  a  cxooee  son  ooint  do  vu^  et,  Je 
n'y  rcvionarni  pas,  dee  le  <?£but  nous  rvons  ^p^uye  oe  qufon 
a  apoele  In  formule  de  Yalta. 

II  est  essentiel,  en  effet,  a  nos  yeux<  que  le  Oonseil 
de  Secbrite  exerce  see  fonctions  d'une  maniere  efficace  et 
vigcureuse.  Et  sfil  y  a  une  autre  ralscn  pour  laquolle  la 
delectation  amerioaine  a  appuye  la  formule  de  Yalta,  o'est 
qu^elle  avait  ^te  proposee  en  son  temps  par  notrc  regrette 
President.  La  allegation  americaine  a  tenu  sa  promesse« 
Ohaoun  sait  qu'il  fut  un  grand  chef  de  la  ppix,  et  que  son  coeu 
tui  battrlften  harmonie  ^veo  les  nobles  buts  et  pspirations  qui 
sont  exprim^s  dans  la  Chrrte,  oontinuefa  a  b»ttre  au  cours  dee 
pnn^es  qui  suivront,  Je  no  repeterai  p*s,les  arguments  que 
nous  avons  mis  en  avant.  Le  Oonseil  de  Beourite  comprend  six 
membres  £lus  ppr  I'Aseembl^e;  et  si  les  membres  du  Oonseil 
de  Seourite  sont  unis,  le  Oonseil  de  Security  Dourra  mrintenir 
la  paixl  S'lls  ne  sont  pas  unis.  le  Oons^il  de  Securite  ne 
pourra  naturellem^nt  pps  mrintenir  IP  paix.  Nous  voterons 
done  en  favour  d'une  me  sure  qui  oontrtbue  au  maintien  de 
l^ite  et  de  lfhnrmonie  ^ntre  les  membres  p^rmanents  du 
Oonseil  de  Seourittf,  oo  qui  lour  penMttrn  a'utilJsar  16  ur- 
pouvolr  et  leur  prestige  w  service  de  la  p*lx. 


II  f^llfllt  gue  I10rg^isption  oonstltuAt  une  autorittf 
a  la  fois  restreinte  et  puiei^nte  pour  I1  execution  dee 
mesurei  neceseaires.  Oatte  autorite,  o'eet  le  Oonseil  de 
Se'ourlttf. 
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La  formule  que  noua  avons  adoptee  eet  baauooup  plus 
liber  ale  que  cello  qui  «valt  ete  Adoptee  pour  la  Societ^  dee 
Nations,  pule  que  dans  oette  dernlere,  ll,ff»ll*lt  une  unanlmlte 
absolue.  Lea  interpretations  qui  ont  ete  donneee  prr  dlverses 
delegations  sont  Inserees  dans  le  prooee- verbal.  Tqute  nation 
peut  eoum^ttre  un  lltlge  quelo^nque  *u  Cone ell  de  Soourlta  *ux 
fine  de  reglement  paclf^que.  Lee  responspbllltes  dee  cinq 
Puissances ^y^ntdes  sieges  permanents  nu  Chnsell  de  Seourlte, 
vont  dtre  enormes;  ellee  t>ourront  ebranler  lee  fondatlons  mdmes 
du  monde.  Mais  Je  ne  oon$ole  pas  qji'un  membre  permanent  du 
Chneeil  prenne  ees  responsabllltee  a  la  legere.  Je  srle  que 
toue  eeront  ooneolents  de  oee  rasponsfibllltes  et/ju'ils  rempll- 
ront  nlore  leur  devoir,  non  pae  en  twit  que  representants  de 
lours  gouvernemente,  non  pn.e  pour  defendre  leu  re  Ambitions  per- 
sonnellee,  m*le  comme  membree  de  I'Organlsntlon  et  dnne 
1'lnterdt  de  la  gn.lx  et  IP  eeourlte  du  raonde.  Toutenutre  atti- 
tude aboutlralt  a  In  destruction  de  I1 Organisation  par  oln- 
quante  nations  ne  pcrmettralent  oertnlnement  pas  que  I1 une 
d'entre  ellee  fit  un  usage  arbltr^lre  de  s^n  drolt  au  seln  du 
0>nsell  de  Scourlte.  Personnellement,  Je  ne  orols  p^s  que 
cola  arrive  J ana Is  cor,  el  un  membre  nyalt  tendnnoe  a  dtre 
recalcitrant,  Ice  quatre  autree  qul  slegent  a  c$te  de  lul  le 
oonscllleront,  le  nettront  en  garde;  Ice  six  autres  mem^res 
elus  en  feront  nut*mt  rt,  sous  oettc  prcsslon  ct  grAoe  a 
oette  Influence  et  a  oe  orastlge  dee  autres  merabres,  oelul 
qul  nuralt  tendnnoe  a  etro  recalcitrant  refleohlra  oertalnement 
beauooup  avrnt  d'oglr  d'une  manlere  arbltralre. 

Les  Nations  Unlos  qul  sont  represent ees  a  San  Franoieoo 
ont  soutenu  une  lutte  mllltnlre  qul  a  eoooue  le  monde.  Nous 
sonme^  malntennnt  eortls  du  oauohempr  aveo  la  vlctolre  et 
J9espere  que  blentflt  lfautre  chase  du  confllt  se  termlnera 
egalement  avey  la  vlctolre.  Hous  oons+ruienns  lcl  pour  la, 
palx.  Noua  n  nvons  reussl  dans  la  guerre  que  p^rce  que  nous 
avons  realise  le  comnnndement  unique,  le  command  erne  nt  des 
forces  de  terref  de  lfnlr,  de  ner,  des  sous-mnrlns.  Nous  avons 
fait  la  guerre,  non  pas  par  nmour  de  la  guerre,  n*la  pour  avoir 
la  paix.  Eh  bien!  malntennnt,  noua  ollons  oombPttre  pour  la 
palx  sous  les  mfees  flrapeaux,  en  vue  <*.' as  surer  la  securlt^ 
du  monde*   N<ms  aglrons  aveo  la  g^ne  unite,  la  mtoe  harnonle, 
danf  let  a£mes  buts  et  iveo  les  menee  res  sources.  Je  prle 
Dieu  que  nous  pules Ions  falre  adopter  oette  Charte  qul"  rendra 
un  gr-nd  service  A  l!humanlte',  et  strvlra  les  Interflts,  non 

?as  djune  eeule  nation  ou  A9un  gr^upe  de  nntl^ns,  mala,  Je' 
fespere,  de  tout  les  enfante  Ae  Dleu. 

US  PRZBIDENT  (pa riant  en  <wgl«ls;  texts  de  I1  Interpreta- 
tion en  fr^D9^ia):  Je  renerole  le  8/nateur  Oonnally  As  son 
excellent  rtlsoours. 
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Nous  pvone  encore  cinq  orateure  Inecrlts.  Je  ne  pense 
pne  que  n^us  puisslone  o^ntlnucr  mnlntennnt.  Je^wopose  de 
lever  In  eennce  et  de  mus  reunlr  £  n^uveru  lol  a  15  h.  30. 

^"c  donne  IP  p^r^le  n  M.  le  Secretaire  qul  P  une  ooranunlca- 
tlon  a  vous  f  "ire. 


LE  SECRETAIRE  ADMINTSTRATIF  (pnrlmit  pn  nnglnle;   texte  de 
I1  Interpretation  en  frn^n.ie}:  Nous  esperone  pvolr  le  temps 
^our  c^nslcierpr  lempi:ort  du  Oomlte  HI/3  eur  le  Chnpltre  *XII, 
a  l;heure  pctuelle   on 


^         flftite  de  IT,  roplr'ite  pvec  l^rjuelle  le  texte 
a  ete^trac'ult  c^e  I'pnglnis,   Ics  et)reuvee  que  voua  nvez  ^en  nnln 
sont  en^llleee  nfun  certain  n^nbre  d'erreurs.     Le  Secretariat 
prceente  see  excuses  p^ur  cet  etr«t  c'e 


M.   BELT  RAMIREZ  (Oubn):  Lc  President  de  la  delegation  ae 
Cuba  voudrrlt  fnire  une  fleclr»r«tl^n  qul  va  r»urer  une  minute 
seulenent.     II  r»en^ndo  .^u  >reslc»ent  c'e  blen  voulolr  lul  donner 
la  parole  nalntenrmt. 

Meselcurs,   la  delegation  c'e  Cubr,  cnnTornement  a  I1  atti- 
tude qufe^.le  n  Adoptee  cTepuis  3^e  r'ebut  de  cctte  Conference, 
continue  a  8tre    ^oposee  n  1'ldce   et  P  la  conccotlon  du  veto. 
Cepcndant,   c"»nf  oracnent  n  en  traclltlon  democratlque,   elle 
acccptera  con  -TO   t  >uj  --urs  1^  rcple  c'e  1«  majorite  en  exnrln^nt 
I'csp^lr  que  Ire  grnndes  JPulsspnces  se  n^ntreront  dlgnes  de 
In,  obnflnnce  que  In  C^nferrnce  a  blen  voulu  lour  f^lre. 

LE  PRESIDENT:   Je  renercle  le  Dooteur  Belt 

La  sennoe  est  levee. 

(La  sen  nee  cst  lev£e  a  12  h,   53) 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  Doe.  1103  ENO.,FR.) 

on  International  Organization 


1945 

COMMISSION  HI        Security  CouncU 


FOR  FIFTH  MEETING-  OF  COMMISSION  III 
Opera  House,  June  80,1945,  3:30  p.m. 


(1)  Consideration  of  the  reoort  of  the  Rapporteur  of 
Committee  HI/3  on  Ohaptor  XII  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals. 


ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  L£  CINQUIEME  SEANCE  DE  yi  COKMIS3ION  III 
Thoetre  ^o  I'QprrR,  le  20  Juin  1945,  a  15h.gQ 


(1)  Examen-du  rapport  du  Raoportcur  du  Comite  IIJ/3  sur 
lo  Chapltre  XII  des  Propositions  to  Dumbarton  0*ks. 
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on  International  Organization  m/i|15°  (HKJU3H) 

June  22, 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 


VERBATIM  MINUTES  SSL  ™E  FIFTH  MEETING  OF  COMMISSION  III 
Opera  House*  June  20*  19^5 9  3^30  P«m« 

PRESIDENT  (Mr*  Morgenstierne,  Norway):  The  fifth  session 
of  Commission  III  Is  duly  opened.  The  Secretary -General, 
Mr.  Hiss*  has  asked  me  to  make  the  following  announcement. 
There  will  be  a  meeting  of  Committee  II/2  at  4:30  this  after- 
noon in  Room  202  of  the  Veterans  Building.  The  Steering  Com- 
mittee will  meet  for  a  brief  announcement  only  at  5:30  this 
afternoon  in  Room  223,  Veterans  Building. 

This  morning  the  Commission  adopted  Sections  A  and  B  of 
the  Rapporteur's  Report  of  Committee  I.  We  were  right  in  the 
middle  of  discussing  Section  C  when  we  adjourned.  We  will  now 
continue  the  discussion  of  Section  C.  There  are  five  speakers 
who  have  notified  tho  Chair  of  their  desire  to  speak.  Now,  I 
would  like  to  say  at  this  time  that  it  would  be,  as  I  am  sure 
you  all  realize,  most  desirable  if  w$  could  complete  our  dis- 
cussion and  vote  this  afternoon,  and  I  would  appeal  to  the 
delegates  who  are  going  to  speak,  as  far  as  possible,  to  limit 
their  remarks  so  that  we  could  finish  at  this  session.  The 
first  speaker  is  the  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands,  Ambassador 
Loudon . 

MR.  LOUDON;  Mr.  President,  Fellow  Delegates,  Ladles  and 
Gentlemen ^  tho  Netherlands  Delegation  has  carefully  studied 
the  report  of  Committee  III/l,  and  at  the  outset  wishes  to 
congratulate  the  Rapporteur  upon  the  results  of  his  untiring 
efforts*  The  report  now  before  us  deserves  full  pralso  and 
admiration,  and  this  Delegation  is  happy  to  give  to  this 
important  and  valuable  document  its  wholehearted  approval. 

Nevertheless,  tho  Netherlands  Delegation  Wishes  to  state 
its  position  briefly  with  rospoct  to  Section  C  of  Chapter  VI, 
now  under  discussion.  The  Netherlands  Delegation  fully 
realizes  that  in  the  present  stato  of  the  international  community, 
it  may  be  necessary  to  invest  certain  powers  with  special 
rights  If  a  new  organization  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  and 
security  is  to  be  established  at  all*  Such  n  position  the 
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great  powers  have  in  faot  always  enjoyed  In  the  past.  Now, 
however,  this  special  status  is  going  to  be  officially 
recognized  and  sanctioned.  We  believe  this  to  be  regrettable. 
Why?  Because  this  new  system  legalizes  the  mastery  of  might 
which  in  international  relations,  when  peace  prevailed,  has 
been  universally  deemed  to  be  reprehensible.  If,  nevertheless, 
we  acquiesce  in  giving  the  great  powers  this  special  status, 
we  can  only  do  so  in  the  expectation  that  they  will  demonstrate 
in  practice  that  they  are  conscious  of  the  special  duties  and 
responsibilities  which  are  now  placed  upon  them.  This  point 
has  been  admirably  stated  by  the  Chairman  of  tho  United  King- 
dom Delegation  in  our  first  plenary  session  on  April  26.  I 
will  now  quote  Mr.  Eden:  "The  greater  the  power  any  state 
commands,  the  heavier  Its  responsibility  to  wield  its  power 
with  consideration  for  others  and  with  restraint  upon  its  own 
selfish  Impulses. ft  We  have  been  asked  repeatedly  to  have  con- 
fidence and  faith  in  the  permanent  members  of  the  Security 
Council.  Our  answer  is:  "Confidence  and  faith  we  have,  or 
otherwise  we  would  not  acquiesce.  We  hope  and  we  trust  that 
the  future  will  justify  our  course."  We  are,  therefore,  ready 
to  accept  certain  limitations  of  this  freedom  of  action  which 
hitherto  belonged  to  all  sovereign  states. 

But,  Sir,  whilst  we  arc  prepared  to  accept  these  limita- 
tions end  are  willing  to  grant  special  advantages  to  tho 
mighty,  the  question  Is  how  far  this  should  be  allowed  to  go. 
I  will  not  repeat,  now,  Sir,  the  arguments  which  have  been 
advanced  in  technical  committee  with  a  view  to  limiting  the 
right  of  veto.  This  is  a  most  difficult  and  complicated  sub- 
ject which  cannot  be  deelt  with  in  a  few  brief  minutes.  As 
none-  of  the  amendments  proposed  by  this  and  many  other  delega- 
tions have  proved  to  be  acceptable  to  the  great  powers,  I  will 
only  say  here  that,  consequently,  in  our  opinion,  the  right  of 
veto  of  the  permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council  has  boon 
given  far  too  wide  a  scope.  Under  these  circumstances,  tho 
most  we  could  do  was  to  abstain  from  voting  on  this  subject  In 
technical  committee. 

PRESIDENT:  The  noxt  speaker  is  His  Excellency  Llcras 
Camargo,  the  Chairman  of  the  Colombian  Delegation. 

MR.  LLERAS  CAMARGO:   (Speaking  in  Spanish). 

PRESIDENT:  May  I  ask,  Sir,  whether  you  doslre  your  re- 
marks translated  into  both  languages? 

MR.  LLERAS  CAMAROO :  Only  in  English. 

(English  version  of  above  speech  c.s  delivered  by  Inter- 
preter follows):  Mr.  President,  Colombia  expressed  in  tho 
Committee  meetings  tho  reasons  that  prompted  us  not  to  accept. 
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tho  voting  procedure  In  the  Security  Council.  Colombia 
Is  not  going  to  Insist  now  In  presenting  them.  She  only 
wishes  to  leave  on  record  In  the  Commission  meeting  her 
negative  vote.  Colombia*  much  to  Its  regret*  has  not  been 
able  to  convince  herself  of  the  convenience  of  the  system  that 
has  been  adopted  and  which  the  nations  that  will  be  permanent 
members  of  the  Security  Council  deem  essential  for  the  main- 
tenance of  peace  and  security. 

Our  Delegation  believes  that  In  all  those  questions  which 
refer  to  conciliatory  and  pacific  measures  to  settle  disputes 
among  nations*  the  unanimity  rule  or  the  vote  of  the  permanent 
members  of  the  Council  should  not  be  obligatory  even  if  highly 
desirable.  It  believes  that  the  obligatory  unanimity  will 
make  effective  action  by  the  Council  impossible*  because  it 
can  be  blocked  by  the  vote  of  a  single  permanent  member. 

But  whan  the  vote  was  taken  Colombia fs  opinion  was  shared 
only  by  Cuba.  The  groat  majority  of  the  countries  represented 
in  this  Conference*  however*  do  share  the  fears  of  Colombia 
and  of  Cuba*  and  a  considerable  number  of  abstentions  was 
registered.  It  is  apparent  that  thoso  abstentions  have  the 
same  meaning  as  our  negative  vote*  and  that  if  tho  veto  power 
has  been  approved*  it  was  because  tho  states  hero  represented 
do  not  want  and  cannot  deny  to  the  five  groat  powers*  upon 
whose  shoulders  rests  tho  heaviest  weight  of  the  maintenance 
of  peace  and  security  in  the  future*  the  Instrument  which  they 
consider  essential  for  tho  a deque to  fulfillment  of  thoir  tasks. 
Without  the  negative  vote  of  Colombia  and  Cuba*  the  voto  power 
would  have  appeared  ao  unanimously  adopted*  and  the  abstentions 
would  have  been  interpreted  in  a  different  light. 

We  believe  that  it  is  necessary  that  on  every  occasion 
when  the  veto  power  bo  applied  by  any  one  of  the  great  powers* 
it  should  bo  recalled  that  the  groat  majority  of  this  Conference 
has  granted  them  such  a  tremendous  amount  of  confidence  in 
the  certainty  that  tho  veto  shall  not  be  applied  except  In 
exceptional  cases*  and  then  only  when  the  exercise  of  that 
faculty  may  contribute  to  consolidate  the. peace  and  to  main- 
tain security  In  tho  world--in  other  words*  that  the  Conference* 
being  as  it  is*  opposed  to  the  proposed  system*  has  given  its 
approval  to  it  only  because  it  believes  that  tho  great  powers 
which  have  carried  this  war  to  a  victorious  culmination  deserve 
such  an  exhorbltant  proof  of  confidence  from  tho  other  countries 
associated  In  the  United  Nations  Organization. 

PRESIDENT:  Your  next  speaker  is  Ambassador  Belaundo  of 
the  Peruvian  Delegation. 
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MR.  BELAUHDE:  Mr*  President/  Fellow  Delegates*  Ladles 
and  Gentlemen*  In  the  Committee  Peru  has  abstained  from 
voting  on  the  Yalta  formula*  But  now*  after  the  approval  of 
the  amendments  of  the  Charter  and  the  right  of  withdrawal* 
and  consistent  with  a  declaration  that  I  made  In  my  speech 
In  the  Committee*  I  want  to  say  that  Poru  Is  going  to  vote 
to  approve  the  report  that  you  have  hoard. 

Three  positions  on  these  Important  questions  have  been 
presented  clearly;  the  supporters  of  the  Yalta  formula*  the 
opposors  of  the  Yalta  formula*  and  the  delegations  which  be- 
lieved that*  In  spite  of  the  defects  of  the  Yalta  formula 
we  wore  obliged  to  consider  the  question  from  the  realistic 
point  of  view.  The  Peruvian  Delegation  was  even  more  radical 
than  the  other  delegations  regarding  the  veto. 

I  am  not  going  to  repeat  here  the  arguments  that  have 
been  presented.  I  presented  seven  points  and  seven  objections 
to  the  so-called  veto  power*  and  even  from  the  technical  and 
juridical  point  of  view  I  objected  to  the  application  of  the 
veto  power  to  coercive  measures.  Wo  were  In  full  sympathy 
with  the  Belgian  amendment  regarding  the  situation  that  would 
be  created  if  one  of  the  powers  cast  a  dissenting  vote.  But 
in  spite  of  this  we  wore  confronted  with  the  fact*  well  known 
by  everybody*  that  during  three  weeks*  or  two  weeks  and  a  half* 
a  deadlock  existed.  This  was  settled  after  great  efforts 
by  the  great  powers  to  agree*  and  we  were  presented  with  the 
dilemma  of  a  Charter  with  the  voto  or  no  Charter  at  all.  In 
consequence*  wo  decided  to.  propose  that  the  Charter  be  subject 
to  easy  and  just  amendment  in  the  future  and  at  the  same  time 
that*  if  such  amendment  does  not  pass*  a  nation  may  have  the 
right  to  withdraw. 

The  provisions  for  the  amendment  of  the  Charter  were 
approved  and  it  Is  my  duty  to  affirm  and  to  do  justice  to 
the  American  Delegation  which  presented  the  so-called  Fish- 
Armstrong  amendment  that  Insures  the  meeting  of  the  Assembly 
In  ten  years*  and  after  that  the  right  of  withdrawal  was 
inserted  in  the  report.  Logically*  after  the  acceptance  of 
these  provisions*  which  we  requested*  and  which  moke  this 
statute  provisional*  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  our  duty  to 
vote*  since  we  are  going  to  sign  the  Charter. 

It  seems  to  me  that  some  evolution  has  token  place  if 
not  In  the  legalistic* language*  In  the  moral  principles  and 
In  the  moral  background  of  these  ideas.  I  may  say  that  the 
veto  started  with  this  qualification*  the  right  of  veto,  Jffbw* 
we  have  changed  that  with  another  denominr.tiun  ond  the  words 
have*  of  course*  a  certain  meaning*  and  semantics  have  certain 
importance  concerning  the  use  of  the  new  words;  we  call  It 
now  the  rule  of  unanimity.  And  as  I  'sold  in  the  debate* 
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unanimity  is  not  a  rule;  It  la  a  postulate  or,  you  may  say,  a 
condition.  But  now,  after  the  debate,  this  postulate  or  condi- 
tion of  unanimity  has  converted  itself  into  the  imperative, 
into  the  categoric  Imperative  of  unanimity.  Instead  of  the 
right  of  the  veto  we  have  today,  backed  by  the  moral  support 
of  the  Assembly  the  duty  of  unanimity.  After  these  debates. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  big  powers  have  reached  this  compromise. 
We  have  a  moral  obligation  to  look  for  unanimity,  to  seek  the 
unanimity  and  to  find  unanimity.  That  means  a  guaranty  for 
peace. 

,  Of  course,  we  don't  consider  the  veto,  even  provisional 
as  it  is,  as  a  right  exercised  by  an  unscrupulous  power  to 
bargain  or  get  some  concession.  The  public  opinion  of  the 
world  expressed  by  the  Assembly  in  any  conflict  will  back 
the  other  powers  in  exercising  all  their  influence  upon  the 
reluctant  powers  to  yield  and  to  get  unanimous  approval  for 
any  measure  in  bo half  of  maintenance  of  justice  and  peace 
and  security  In  the  world. 

The  Latin  American  countries  have  supported  every  pro- 
gressive measure  in  the  Charter.  I  ought  to  say  that  this  was 
not  because  there  was  a  previous  agreement  among  us.  There 
was  agreement  among  almost  all  the  small  nations.  It  is  possible 
to  speak  today  about  the  votes  of  the  small  nations.  I  am  glad 
that  Mr.  Evatt  has  emphasized  a  point  that  was  expressed  in  my 
speech  before  the  Committee.  The  spontaneous  agreement  among 
the  small  nations,  no  matter  how  different  their  cultural 
backgrounds  and  language,  is  the  great  fact,  the  great  event, 
the  most  hopeful  event,  and  the  great  omen  of  the  success  of 
the  San  Francisco  Conference.  Mr.  Evatt  has  spoken  about  his 
surprise  at  the  advent  of  juridical  ideas  among  the  Latin 
American  countries,  and  paid  a  compliment  to  us,  and  I  ought 
to  say  to  my  dear  colleague  that  we  are  proud  of  these 
juridical  traditions. 

The  discovery  of  America  coincided  with  the  origin  of 
international  law.  The  Independence  of  America  coincided  with 
the  consolidation  of  the  rights  and  duties  of  nations.  Bolivar 
said  that  our  independence  was  tho  hope  of  the  universe- -this 
cooperation  of  tho  small  nations  with  the  big  powers.  Perhaps 
sometimes  we  have  had  to  be  very  forceful  and  desperately 
steadfast  and  intransignet.  I  ought  to  pay  homage  to  the  other 
great  powers.  They  were  calm,  confident,  comprehensive  in 
many  casos.  The  combination  ctf  these  two  parties,  the  ideal 
of  the  big  powers  to  make  concessions  as  far  as  possible,  anc 
tho  Intransigence— the  happy  and  sacred  Intransigence — or  the 
small  powers  not  to  yield  on  certain  principles  resulted  In 
the  improvement  that  we  have  in  tho  Charter.  We  could  not  be 
paclfistic.  If  we  compare  the  League  of  Nations  Covenant  with 
the  Charter  of  San  Francisco,  we  may  point  out  some  difference? 
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Tho  League  of  Nations  emphasized  the  development  of  principled, 
except*  of  course,  for  Article  X  of  the  Covenant,  while  in  the 
Charter  we  have  principles,  and  besides  that,  due  in  part  to 
tho  big  powers  amendments,  coinciding  with  the  ideas  of  the 
small  powers,  wo  have  put  moral  principles,  moral  ideas,  prin- 
ciples of  international  othics  into  tho  Charter.  That  makes 
the  Charter  far  superior  in  this  respect  to  the  Covenant  of  the 
League  of  Nations.  That  is  our  hope.  Many  principles  have 
prevailed,  tho  principles  of  justice  and  international  lav 
have  boon  put  into  the  Charter*  The  idea  of  personality  of 
the  state  is  not  in  the  Charter  but  it  is  considered  in  the 
report.  Among  other  things  that  have  been  put  in  the  Charter 
in  behalf  of  the  small  nations  are  the  powers  of  the  Assembly 
vith  respect  to  cooperation  for  the  progress  of  the  vorld  from 
the  point  of  view  of  full  employment,  better  conditions  for 
workers,  and  the  improvement  of  all  people  without  differentia- 
tion of  sex,  race,  and  religion • 

That  is  the  difference  between  the  League  of  Nations 
Covenant  and  the  Charter  of  Sah  Francisco.  Let  us  maintain 
this  hope,  when  I  say  to  you,  my  friends,  that  some  of  the 
small  powers  which  abstained  from  the  vote  on  the  veto  power 
demanded  the  restoration  of  psychological  factors — I  did  it 
frankly •  And  in  this  moment  in  which  many  principles  have 
been  proclaimed,  this  Chartor  has  aroused  a  tremendous  public 
opinion  that  is  going  to  work  for  its  improvement.  The 
Peruvian  Delegation  has  entire  faith  that  the  great  powers  are 
going  to  use  the  veto  only  exceptionally,  that  tho  rule  of 
unanimity  will  be  the  duty  of  unanimity  for  peace  'and  security, 
and  is  casting  its  votes  In  favor  of  the  Report  of  the  Rappor- 
teur. 

PRESIDENT:  The  Chair  recognizes  Prime  Minister  Praser, 
Chairman  of  New  Zealand fs  Delegation. 

MR.  PRASER;  Mr.  President,  Fellow  Delegates,  and  Ladles 
and  Gentlemen.  I  would  like  to  associate  myself  with  the  well 
deserved  praise  and  thanks  of  the  officers  of  the  Committee* 
In  particular,  I  would  like  to  thank  the  Chairman  for  his 
splendid  chairmanship.  I  wish  to  express  the  indebtedness 
of  all  the  delegations,  my  own  In  particular,  to  him  for  his 
unfailing  good  temper,  under  trying  circumstances  .some times, 
his  good  humor,  because  with  kindly  humorous  words  he  often 
turned  the  tides  of  Irritation  that  swept  up  to  his  feet*  Ve 
are  Indebted  to  him  for  his  quick  grasp  of  the  various  prob- 
lems and  his  help  in  sorting  them  out,  and  finally  for  his 
firmness  In  getting  the  work  done  when  he  thought  that  things 
hod  gone  far  enough • 

I  wish  to  express  my  admiration  and  my  gratitude  to  him 
and  to  extend  it  also  to  the  Rapporteur,  to  the  Secretary  and 
Assistant  Secretaries,  and  to  the  translators  and  the  steno- 
graphers; They  had  d  very  difficult  job  on  the  Conanittee, 
almost  as  difficult  as  the  delegates  hod,  aod  they  have  given 
splendid  service. 
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Now*  Mr.  President,  nothing  Is  over  gained  and  a  great 
deal  loat  by  trying  to  obscure  realities,  by  trying  to  gloss 
over  vide  and  deep  differences*  by  closing  your  eyes  and  trying 
to  make  yourself  believe  that  the  differences  do  not  exist. 
And  on  the  other  hand*  nothing  Is  gained*  and  In  this  In- 
stance a  very  great  deal  would  bo  lost*  by  unduly  exaggerating 
even  wide  and  doep  differences. 

I  donft  propose  to  go  over  the  history  of  the  veto  or 
rule-of -unanimity  controversy  that  took  place  over  so  many 
long  and  weary  days  in  the  Committee.  That  was  done  very  ably 
by  Dr.  Evatt*  one  of  the  Representatives  of  the  Australian 
Delegation*  this  morning*  In  doing  it;  he  added  ono  more 
service  to  the  long  list  of  services  that  he  and  the  Deputy 
Prime  Minister  of  Australia*  Mr.  Fordo*  and  the  other  members 
of  their  Delegation  have  rendered  to  the  whole  of  the  Con- 
ference; and  I  think  I  speak  the  mind  of  every  dulegfite  In 
that  matter. 

Sir*  it  was  a  difficult  situation.  Tho  spons^xrlng 
powers*  particularly  the  three  powers  that  were  responsible 
for  the  initiation  of  the  Dumbarton  OakS  Conference  and  the 
subsequent  Yaltr.  Conference*  felt  and  Indicated  their  deci- 
sion that  the  rule  of  unanimity  among  the  five  permanent 
powers  of  the  Security  Council  was  Imperative*  that  it  could 
not  be  altered  or  deviated  from  In  regard  to  matters  of  sub- 
stance that  might  involve  great  and  serious  consequences*  and 
that  it  was  a  precondition  of  the  formation  of  the  new  world 
organization.  That  was  on  attitude  expressed  very  clearly* 
much  more  clearly  than  the  explanation  of  the  actual  detailed 
effect  and  working  of  the  veto.  That  attitude  was  expressed 
by  the  various  spokesnen  for  the  principal  powers  who  expressed 
their  own  opinions  which  coincided  with  the  opinions  of  their 
government.  It  was  firmly  expressed  on  the  one  hand;  and  on  tb 
the  other  there  was  the  obvious  and  apparent  inability  of 
the  majority  of  the  delegates --the  majority  of  the  delega- 
tions from  the  countries  represented — to  accept*  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Conference*  that  point  of  view  as  final. 
If  the  question  of  the  veto  had  been  voted  on  its  intrinsic 
merit*  as  just  a  power  placed*  perhaps*  in  the  hands  of  one 
power  to  define  the  conscience  of  the  world*  if  that  was  the 
question  submitted*  without  any  inhibition*  or  Indications 
of  disastrous  consequences  to  the  Organization  that  we  hope 
to  build  and  that  will  be  built/  then  without  any  question  the 
veto  would  have  been  defeated  overwhelmingly.  As  ft  was*  it 
came  very  near  defeat.  If  the  fifteen  abstentions  on  one  of 
the  principal  divisions  had  not  been  made*  then  the  rule  of 
unanimity  among  the  main  powers  would  not  have  been  carried. 
If  In  another  Committee  one-third  of  a  vote  less  had  boon 
cast*  the  rule  of  unanimity  would  not  have  been  carried  to 
apply  to  the  amendment  of  the  Charter.  Therefore*  In  the 
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case  of  most  of  the  opposing  powers,  those  who  oarried  their 
opposition  to  the  point  of  voting,  It  was  a  Question*  on 
overwhelming  and  important  question*  to  decide  what  to  do. 

I  pay  a  tribute  to  the  Delegate  from  Colombia  who  has 
just  spoken  who  has  won  the  respect  and  admiration  of  us  all 
in  this  Conference  and  to  his  equally  capable  colleague  from 
Cuba*  who  voted  according  to  their  conscience*  and  who  voted 
even  up  to  the  last  division  in  Committee  according  to  the 
dictates  of  their  conscience  and  intelligence.  I  pay  them  a 
tribute*  and  it  is  a  well  deserved  tributo  because  nothing 
could  be  more  honest  and  consistent  than  their  attitude  right 
through.  But  I  ask  those  delegates  also  to  givo  credit  to 
those  of  us  who  abstained  from  voting  because  wo  folt  that  It 
was  not*  in  the  last  degree*  a  question  of  the  rule  of 
unanimity  or  a  question  of  tho  veto*  whichever  name  we  care 
to  call  it-- it  was  a  question  of  organization;  a  new  world 
organization  or  no  world  organization.  Thot  was  made  per- 
fectly clear  by  tho  powors,  and  they  gavo  their  reasons  very 
earnestly*  sometimos  very  strnightly  and  emphatically* 
but  very  earnestly*  whatever  doubt  there  might  be  as  to  tho 
point  at  which  tho  veto  could  bo  applied.  There  wore  dif- 
ferences cf  opinions  even  among  the  sponsoring  powors  In  that 
matter  and  those  had  to  be  adjusted  later  on.  Whatever 
difference  there  was*  there  was  no  doubt  t.t  all  that  they  wero 
all  agrood  that  the  rule  of  unanimity  arat-ng  thorn  was  an  im- 
perative and  Immovable  condition.  If  that  was  so*  If  tho 
fifteen  of  us  who  abstained  on  that  crucial  occasion  had  voted* 
then  all  hopes  of  a  world  organization  would  luive  collapsed 
and  the  world  once  more  would  have  been  disappointed.  And 
that  was  a  serious  responsibility  and  I  think*  in  fact*  I'M 
sure  in  every  Impulse  of  ray  heart*  that  the  better  course  was 
followed  for  the  world  could  never  understand  the  intricacies 
of  voting  principles.  They  could  only  understand  that  once 
more  the  nations  had  come  together*  had  quarreled  and  failed 
in  forming  a  world  body*  a  now  League  of  Nations  that  tho 
masses  of  the  world  consider  to  bo  the  or.ly  hope  of  humanity. 
And  that  Organization — and  some  of  us  have  said  it  from  the 
first— is  more  important  than  any  condition. 

Now  let  me  say  there  was  no  attempt  /it  curtailment  of 
debate  in  the  Committee.  The  debate  was  wide*  earnest*  some- 
timos fervent*  sometimes  emphatic*  sometimes  confused*  and 
sometimes  clear.  The  debate  ran  all  the  gamut  of  similar 
debates  In  representative  bodies  throughout  the  world.  But 
it  was  a  good  debate*  It  was  a  thorough  debate*  and  in. 
accordance  with  the  principles  laid  down  in  the  opening 
sessions*  on  the  opening  day  of  the  Conference  by  Mr.  Stottinius* 
by  the  President  of  the  Conference*  that  the  discussions  would 
be  wide  without  any  limitation. 
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Decisions  have  boon  arrived  at.  I  want  to  say  that  ve 
have  to  accept  the  very  earnest  statements  made  to  us  by 
the  representatives  of  the  sponsoring  powers  In  regard  to 
the  use  that  Is  likely  to  bo  made,  as  far  as  they  can  see 
the  future  and  contemplate  It  and  study  it  at  the  moment, 
of  this  extraordinary  power 4  They  have  said*  as  my  pre- 
decessor, the  Representative  of  Peru  pointed  out— I  think 
he  put  it  very  well—when  he  said  it  has  boon  construed  not 
as  a  power  to  be  wielded  unthinkingly  or  typrannlcally  but  a 
duty  to  bo  weighed  and  administered  as  a  sacrod  trust  for 
the  nations •  After  all*  if  the  powers  who  were  responsible 
for  calling  the  Conference  had  not  acted  there  would  have 
been  no  Conference.  They  said,  "We  have  called  the  Con- 
ference for  we  believe  the  banding  together  of  nations  in 
organization  is  the  only  wry  that  the  peace  of  the  world 
con  be  kept  and  this  horrible  business  that  we  have  been 
through  for  the  past  five  years  can  be  prevented  in  the 
future  •  And  they  said,  "But  as  a  precondition  we  cannot 
place  our  powers*  we  cannot  place  our  countries  under  even 
the  most  democratic  vote  of  all  the  nations*  even  under  a 
two-thirds  or  n  four-fifths  or  a  nine-tenths.  We*  the  five 
powers  who  have  the  power*  cannot  put  that  power  and  our 
forces  and  our  resources  at  the  disposal  of  the  body  unless 
we  are  all  agreed".  Then  the  question  was  raised*  what  will 
happen  if*  In  its  own  interest*  one  of  the  powers  who  may 
break  the  rules  of  the  Charter  and  want  to  break  out  in 
aggression*  after  everybody  is  convinced  that  they  are  wrong 
and  that  they  are  morally  convicted  of  aggression*  should 
defy  singly*  defy  not  only  the  Security  Council  and  the 
Assembly*  but  the  world?  What  will  happen  then?  Again  the 
representatives  of  the  larger  nations  wore  frank  when  they 
said*  "if  that  should  happen ---we  think  it  is  unlikely*  and 
we  cnnft  see  such  circumstances  arise  at  the  moment — but  if 
it  did  happen*  then  that  certainly  would  mean  going  outside 
of  the  league  of  the  United  Nations  Organization  to  doal 
with  It.  And  it  would  mean  that  the  Security  Council  would 
be  really  broken  up. 

Now  that  very  fact*  the  fact  that  the  future  of  the 
Organization  depends  upon  the  use  of  tho  veto*  and  that  the 
powers  have  so  recognized  their  great  responsibility*  their 
pledge*  not  written*  not  onterod  into  the  Charter  but  spoken 
as  of  good  faith— that  is  the  greatest  security  for  the  future* 
the  greatest  guaranty  that  this  extraordinary  power  will  not 
.be  wielded  unthinkingly  or  unjustly  or  tyrannically. 

One  word— I  am  not  going  over  the  arguments  in  the 
Committee.  I  donft  think  that  the  possible  effects  of  the 
veto  were  exaggerated  at  all.  I  myself  heard  every  word 
said*  At  the  same  time*  I  cannot  accept  the  arguments  that 
this  is  comparable  with  the  United  $tates  Constitution.  We 
heard  a  great  deal  before  the  Conference  started*  read  it  in 
the  paper*  didn't  hoar  it  in  tho  Conference*  about  delegates  ttoo 
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vould  be  perfectionists.  None  of  us  have  claimed  to  be  per- 
fectionists and  still  less  would  we  olaln  to  be  imt>erfec- 
tlonists.  If  ve  saw  defects, 'we  wouldn't  vant  them  to  remain 
there  permanently.  We  wanted  them  removed.  Ve  wanted  any 
defects  improved.  We  wanted  matters  that  were  thc-r<-  Unproved. 
Those  on  either  side  of  the  controversy  did  not  take  the 
attitude  that  they  must  get  certain  things  or  it  was  no  use  at 
all.  I  can't  accept  it,  because  the  League  of  Nations,  which, 
after  all,  was  not  the  overwhelming  and  complete  success  that 
we  wanted  it  to  be,  set  the  standard  for  all  time  for  anything 
in  connection  with  world  peace  and  security. 

I  can't  accept  the  fact  that  our  constitution  is  similar 
to  that  of  the  United  States.  There  are  difficulties  which 
make  it  even  more  difficult  than  when  that  historical  conven- 
tion framed  the  Constitution.  That  is,  they  at  least,  those 
great  men  who  gathered  and  framed  that  historical  document 
and  who  agreed  to  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  one  of  the 
living,  moving,  vital  forces  of  the  world  today  and  will  be 
for  all  time—they  represented  one  people.  There  were  a 
number  of  races,  though  not  so  many  as  in  the  United  States 
today,  they  came  together  and  they  had  one  interest  and  choy 
decided  that  their  constitution  could  be  amended  by  two-thirds 
vote  of  the  states  and  o^her  procedure.  There  is  not  much 
analogy  with  the  United  States  Constitution  because  we  require 
unanimity  of  the  powers,  of  the  four  powers.  There  was  no 
question  of  unanimity  of  all  tho  states;  therefcro,  that 
analogy  falls  by  the  wayside  and  better  be  left  there,  for  J 
donft  think  any  good  Samaritan  will  come  along  a-nd  resurrect 
it  again  because  it  fell  among  those  who  could  dissect  it. 

So,  in  addition,  as  I  have  said,  there  Is  a  claim  that 
what  can  be  applied  to  homogeneous  people  can't  be  applied  to 
the  world.  I  want  to  say  that  I  admire  those  who  came  for- 
ward and  stood  to  their  guns,  representing  tho  big  powers. 
But  also  I  claim  just  consideration  for  those  who  also  fought 
against  what  thoy  thought  was  a  vicious  principle  and  c  wrong 
principle  right  up  to  the  point  whoro  their  opposition  would 
endanger  the  Organization.  Tho  democratic  principle  was  applied, 
votes  wore  taken,  tho so  who  abstained  could  havo  voted,  and 
those  of  us  who  did  that  must  accept  our  responsibility  for 
tho  final  placing  of  this  rule  of  unanimity  in  the  Charter. 
That  is  part  of  our  responsibility.  But  when  I  look  at  the 
other  ports  of  tho  Charter  as  well  as  at  this --when  I  look 
at  tho  Social  and  Economic  Committee  and  what  It  has  ac- 
complished, the  Trusteeship  Committee,  and  what  it  has 
accomplished;  when  I  look  at  tho  Preamble  and  the  rights  sot 
out  in  the  Charter,  then  I  don't  think  anyone  among  us,  among 
the  delegations  in  any  of  our  nations,  would  say  that  we  should 
not  sign  because  of  what  wo  "consider  a  minor  defect,  I  should 
not  say  "minor",  I  think  it  is  a  serious  defect,  but  small  in 
comparison  with  tho  possibilities  of  the  new  Organization. 
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Sir,  in  our  Charter  there  are  marvelous  vords  and  marvel- 
ous sentiments •  If  advantage  will  be  taken  of  this  rule  or 
of  any  other  to  stultify  vhnt  has  been  done — if  all  of  us 
will  not  live  up  to  the  pledges  ve  take  in  accepting  the 
Charter  and  the  whole  of  the  Charter  in  all  its  ramifications, 
then  those  beautiful  vords  will  become  just  empty  sounds, 
sounding  brass  and  tinkling  symbols,  as  the  Scripture  puts  it. 

Further*  if  Instead  of  being  the  moving,  moral,  Impul- 
sive force  of  the  nations  in  the  years  to  come,  moving 
solidly  and  unitedly  abreast  in  the  matter  of  poace  and 
security  and  of  progress,  moral,  religious,  economic,  and 
social;  if  instead  of  that,  the  powers1  arm  is  usod,  or  any  of 
us  betray  our  trust,  thon  those  glorious  words  will  become 
not  merely  platitudes  but  as  I  mentioned  before,  petrified 
platitudes • 

In  this  spirit,  the  full  generous  spirit  of  accepting 
the  Charter  now  as  it  is,  signing  it  without  restraint  or 
reservation,  believing  that  the  document  as  it  is  and  the 
Organization  that  will  bo  framed  under  its  authority  will  go 
forward  with  the  highest  aspirations,  tho  freost  Impulse,  and 
tho  greatest  singleness  of  heart  and  of  soul  toward  a  better 
world;  in  that  spirit  we  can  achieve  what  we  have  sot  out 
to  do  regardless  of  any  arguments  we  have  had  or  any  defects 
that  may  remain* 

PRESIDENT:  The  last  speaker  on  the  list  is  tne  Dole- 
gate  of  India*  I  recognize  Sir  Ramaswami  Mudaliar. 

SIR  RAMASWAMI  MUDALIAR:  Mr*  President,  Follow  Delegates, 
my  apology  for  standing  before  you  this  evening  is  only 
that  I  desire  to  make  quite  clear  the  attitude  that  my 
country  and  my  Delegation  has  taken  on  various  amendments 
regarding  this  particular  section  of  the  Charter* 

The  Rapporteur  has  done  good  work  and  has  produced  an 
exceedingly  important  Report  under  difficulties  which  were 
very  great  Indeed,  and  which  tho  members  of  the  technical 
Committee  will  appreciate.  But,  in  spite  of  his  bost  efforts, 
tho  picture  that  has  boon  presented  to  you,  particularly 
in  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the  several  countries  have 
voted,  does  convey  a  somewhat  inadequate  idea  of  the  motives 
behind  those  words*  And,  therefore,,  Mr*  President,  I  felt 
compelled  to  come  before  this  august  body  and  to  explain 
clearly  the  position  which  my  country,  and  I  believe  a  great 
many  ether  countries,  have  taken  in  the  matter  of  these  amend- 
ments* 

There  were  two  clear  issues  raised  bofore  the  Committee, 
and  I  shall  place  these  issues  separately  before  this 
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Commission  for  consideration.  At  o  very  oarly  stafjc  It  was 
recognized,  after  the  Initial  discussions  on  the  subject, 
that  tho  special  agreement  at  Yalta,  the  special  powers 
glvon  to  the  five  permanent  members  regarding  onforcoraont 
arrangements,  the  application  of  economic  or  military  sanc- 
tions, and  all  that  followed  in  their  wake,  that  these 
special  arrangements  for  the  time  being,  and  probably  for  the 
next  few  years  after  the  signing  of  the  Charter,  must  remain 
with  these  powers*  My  honored  colleague,  Dr.  Evatt,  of 
Australia,  then  concentrated  on  trying  to  see  whether,  in 
connection  with  what  he  terraod  tho  conciliation  procedure  and 
the  conciliation  matters  which  the  Security  Council  had  to 
adopt,  the  Yalta  formula  might  not  be  made  applicable • 
That  was  the  first  issue. 

In  tho  immediate  future,  after  the  coming  into  forco  of 
the  Charter  agreement,  would  it  be  possible,  while  granting 
to  the  five  permanent. members  the  right  of  veto--as  I  shall 
continue  to  call  it — with  reference  to  Section  B  of  Chapter 
VIII,  would  it  be  possible  to  seo  that  that  right  would  not 
be  exercised  in  connection  with  Section  VIII,  A,  which 
roifcrs  to  conciliation?  There  was  a  great  deal  of  dlsf- 
cusslon  on  the  subject,  much  of  which  has  been  explained  by 
the  Australian  Delegate  and  other  members  this  afternoon,  and 
at  the  end  we  came  back  to  a  statement  by  the  five  sponsoring 
powers,  which,  while  it  tried  to  explain  many  things  and  was 
an  advance  to  a  certain  extent  so  far  as  explanations  wont, 
firmly  stated  that  in  reference  to  conciliatory  measures  the 
Yalta  formula  would  stand.  In  fact,  they  made  It  quite  clear, 
as  the  Prime  Minister  of  New  Zealand  suggested,  that  If  there 
were  any  change  there,  then  it  would  be  a  question  of  no 
Charter  at  all.  This  is  the  position  that  I  want  to  explain 
in  connection  with  the  attitude  that  my  country*  along  with 
New  Zealand  and  other  countries,  took  when  we  abstained  from 
voting  on  tho  Australian  amendment. 

Last  evening  in  the  Committee  when  the  Rapporteur fs 
Report  was  read,  my  Delegation  tried  to  'put  in  a  sentence  ex- 
plaining this  position.  The  Representative  of  India  moved 
that  In  the  Rapporteur's  Report  the  following  passage  should 
bo  added:   It  should  bo  stressed  that  during  the  debate 
the  representatives  of  the  sponsoring  powers  made  it  clear 
that  they  were  neither  prepared  to  accept  any  modification  to 
the .Yalta  formula,  nor  to  agree  to  a  more  liberal  interpreta- 
tion thereof  than  that  contained  In  their  Joint  Declaration 
of  June  1*  1945 ,  -and  that  any  unfavorable  action  of  the 
Committee  on  the  voting  formula  would  imperil  tho  whole  work 
of  the  Conference.  It  was  on  this  understanding  that  many 
delegations  voted  for  or  abstained  from  voting  against  the 
Yalta  formula.   By  a  majority  of  one  vote  the  Committee 
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decided  that  this  paragraph  should  not  be  inserted  In  the 
Rapporteur's  Report*  I  am  not  trying  to  reinsert  that  para- 
graph, Mr*  President,  but  trying  only  to  explain  what  the 
abstention  of  the  Indian  Delegation  on  the  Australian  amend- 
ment really  meant* 

Now,  I  Cw-me  to  the  whole  question  of  the  Yalta  formula, 
the  veto  power •  The  pc ait Ion  that  my  country,  along  with 
many  other  countries,  took  was  this:  We  realize  that  In 
the  Immediate  future  the  five  great  powers  should  act  together* 
We  realize -that  that  combined  and  joint* action  con  best  be 
secured  by  the  formula  that  was  evolved  at  Yalta,  and  we 
can  try  and  understand  tho  reasons  why  the  five  great  powers 
wanted  this  particular  provision*  We  tried  to  see,  not  only 
our  side  of  tho  case  and  how  much  we  disagreed  with  this 
power  of  veto,  but  we  trlod  to  sec  also  what  the  great  powers 
had  In  mind  when  they  suggested  this  formula  and  were  so 
firmly  standing  by  It  during  all  tho  discussions  In  the  Com- 
mittee* We  realized  that  the  Organisation  had  yet  to  be 
set  up;  that  it  had  yet  to  function;  that  Its  credentials 
had  yet  to  be  laid  down;  and  that  some  powers,  groat  though 
they  may  bo,  wore  yet  not  quite  experienced  in  international 
affairs*  We  realized  that  it  was  quite  justifiable  that  such 
powers  might  fool  rather  exercised  In  thoir  minds  as  to  how 
these  International  conferences  might  ultimately  turn  out, 
and  that  it  was  legitimate  on  thoir  part  to  wish  to  become 
members  of  such  organizations  with  some  safeguard  like  the 
Yalta  formula  assured  to  them  over  a  period  of  years. 

un  that  understanding,  my  country  was  prepared  to  agree 
to  the  Yalta  formula  over  a  period*  An'1.  I  raado  my  position 
clear,  and  that  of  my  country  clear — and  I  bolieve  several 
other  countries  did  the  same  In  the  course  of  tho so  Stnouodicn 
— that  while  they  were  prepared  to  agree  to  the  Yalta  formula 
over  the  next  ten  years,  it  would  be  a  very  proper  proposition 
on  their  part  to  urge  that  the  whole  position  should  be  re- 
examined,  de  nouveau,  without  prejudice,  and  without  commit- 
ments either  of  one  kind  or  another,  at  the  end  of  that  period* 
That  naturally  took  us  to  a  consideration  of  the  amendment 
sections  and  on  what  conditions  amendment  of  the  Charter  may 
be  proposed.  And  we  felt  that  if  this  unanimity  rule  were 
not  to  be  applied  at  the  end  of  ten  years  to  any  proposal 
regarding  the  amendment  of  the  Charter,  we  could  safely,  and 
with  good  conscience  and  with  complete  trust  and  confidence 
in  the  five  great  powers,  agree  to  the  complete  Yalta  formula 
during  the  intervening  period  of  ten  years* 

It  was  on  that  understanding  again,  Mr*  President,  that 
my  country  was  one  of  tho  30  or  31  that  voted  for  Section  C. 
At  that  time  the  amendment  section  had  not  yet  been  taken  up 
In  another  committee,  and  we  voted  In  the  hope  that  when  tho 
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matter  came  up  before  that  committee*  the  Great  powers 
would  consider  all  the  arguments,  the  earnest  appeals,  and 
everything  that  has  been  said  by  so  many  delegations  from 
all  parts  of  the  world,  with  all  kinds  of  affiliations  to 
one  or  another  of  the  groat  powers,  and  that  they  might  find 
themselves  in  a  position  to  accept  the  suggestions  that  the 
other  powers*  the  non-great  powers*  had  put  forward . 

As  it  turned  out,  Mr.  President,  our  hopes  wero  not 
realized.  I  shall  be  the  first  to  acknowledge  that,  thanks 
to  the  Unitod  States  Delegation  members,  some  little  -advance 
was  made  in  procedural  matters  with  reference  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  amendment  of  the  Charter.  That  in  itself  was 
an  advance  or  was  considered  to  bo  an  advance  by  a  great 
many  delegates  in  the  atmosphere  and  the  spirit  which  pro- 
vailed  in  that  other  committee.  I>  for  one*  am  quite  willing 
to  accept  with  gratitude  the  concession  that  was  made*  But* 
on  the  essential  question  whether  at  the  end  of  ten  years, 
the  veto  would  automatically .apply  to  any  amendment,  carried 
by  even  a  two-thirds  majority*  by  one  of  tho  five  great  powers 
which  opposed  it,  that  question  was  settled  against  tho  pro- 
posals of  such  amendments.  The  result  is  that  as  far  into 
the  future  as  one  can  seo,  the  Yalta  formula  stands  in  the 
Charter*  unless*  of  course*  all  the  five  groat  powers 
unanimously  agree  not  to  exercise  that  vote  when  a  proper 
amendment  to  the  Charter  on  this  subject  Is  adopted  by  a  two- 
thirds  majority  of  the  world  Organization. 

Now*  Sir*  I  have  stated  this  merely  to  clarify  tho 
entire  position  and  to  place  the  picture  of  the  delegates 
who  took  different  views  at  different  times  on  these  ques- 
tions as  simply  anC  as  fairly  as  I  can. 

Having  said  that*  lot  me  say*  as  most  other  delegates 
have  done*  what  my  own  attitude*  that  of  my  own  Dologatlon* 
and*  as  I  hopo*  that  of  my  country*  will  be.  We  have  placed 
our  case  frankly  and  freely  beforo  this  Conference.  Our 
view  has  not  been  accepted*  as  the  views  of  so  many  other 
delegates  have  not  been  accepted*  but  we  have  no  bitterness 
in  this  matter  at  all.  We  take  the  defeat  in  the  spirit 
in  which  all  such  defeats  ought  to  be  taken.  We  realize  as 
earnestly  as  anyone  olse  In  this  Conference  that  it  is 
vital  to  bring  Into  existence  on  organization*  howevor  defec- 
tive* on  which  the  hopes*  tho  aspirations  of  the  people  of 
the  world  depend. 

Sir*  there  are  many  who  have  held  out  hopes  of  what 
may  happen  in  the  future*  and  some  who  have  suggested  that 
those  hopes  may  prove  false*  There  are  others  who  have 
expressed  the  fears  of  what  may  happen  to  us  in  tho  future. 
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I  am  one  of  those  who  suggest  that  the so  fonrs  also  may 
prove  to  bo  false.  I  wish  to  give  all  credit  to  tho  big 
nations  who  have  not  felt  It  possible  now  to  accept  the 
position  which  has  boon  put  forward  by  so  many  of  the 
delegates,  to  give  them  all  credit,  and  to  suggest  that 
ultimately  they  will  realize*  In  tho  course  of  the  working 
of  this  Charter*  that  tho  position  that  we  took  was  not 
unsound*  and  that  they  may  themselves  give  up  those  powers 
or  privileges  which  have  now  been  conferred  upon  them  by 
the  willing  acceptance  of  so  many  delegations, 

Mr.  President*  whether  we  are  great  powers  or  small 
powers  or  middle  powers*  there  is  one  thing  that  has  been  . 
denied  to  us  all—the  capacity  to  see  far  into  the  future* 
to  divine  events  even  before  they  come  above  the  horizon. 
That  is  a  capacity  which  is  kept  safely  in  the  custody 
of  the  greltt  Providence  Himself,  And  therefore*  let  us* 
whose  amendments  have  not  been  accepted*  take  a  true  and 
practical  view  of  the  situation.  Let  us*  on  the  other  hand* 
believe  that  in  the  course  of  time  and  the  working  of  these 
things*  there  is  a  Providence  that  shapes  our  ends*  hew  them 
how  we  may*  find  that  ultimately  the  essential  purpose  which  so 
many  good  men  and  true  have  in  mind  will  be  carried  out* 

I  was  very  glad  to  see*  Mr.  President*  that  this  morn- 
Ing  Senator  Connally*  who  has  done  so  much  to  contribute 
to  our  discussions*  and  to  enliven  our  discussions  in  the 
committee*  referred  to  Providence  and  to  tho  working  of 
Providence  In  the  attainment  of  the  objectives  of  the  Charter. 
I  read  somewhere  that  some  cynics  suggested  that  the  word 
Providence1  should  not  bo  introduced  into  tho  Charter.  How 
con  any  of  us*  meeting  here  in  this  city*  for  a  moment  con- 
sider that  It  is  not  the  hand  of  Providonce  that  has 
brought  us  all  together*  and  it  is  not  the  hand  of  Provi- 
dence that  makes  us*  even  in  the  framing  of  this  Charter* 
do  what  we  h&ve  done?  I  .am  one  of  those  who  believe 
that  it  Is  Providence  that  is  shaping  our  dostinlos.  How 
fcan  we*  who  have  seen  what  has  happened  during  the  last 
'few  years*  and  who  have  seen  that*  Though  the  mills  of 
God  grind  slowly*  yot  they  grind  exceeding  small;  though 
with  patience  He  stands  waiting*  with  exactness  grinds  He 
all  ;  how  can  wo  who  havo  witnessed  the  march  of  events 
during  the  past  few  years  for  a  moment  consider  that  It  is 
not  Providence  that  is  behind  the  work  of  all  delegations 
and  of  all  conferences*  and  that  whatever  we  may  fear  or 
whatever  we  may  hope*  ultimately  wo  are  all  In  tho  hands 
of  Providence  and  will  be  made  to  work  out  His  will  above 
the  wills  of  all  powers/  great  or  small. 
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Mr.  President,  thoro  is  only  one  last  word  that  I 
should  like  to  say.  I  said  that  I  shall  go  back  an  en- 
thusiastic supporter  of  the  Charter  that  emerges  from  this 
Conforoncoi  whatever  defects  I  might  have  considered  it  to 
have  at  several  stages  of  our  deliberations.  I  go  back  in 
the  belief  that  the  time  has  come  and  will  soon  come  when  the 
drums  of  battle  will  cease  to  beat*  when  the  battle  flags 
of  nations  will  cease  to  be  unfurled.  I  go  bock  with  the 
hope,  maybe  the  assurance,  that  hero  at  San  Francisco  we  have 
taken  a  stepj  we  have  made  a  move;  wo  have  rdvanced;  and  that 
sooner  or  later*  perhaps  sooner  rather  than  later*  there  will 
bo  that  far-off  Divine  event  to  which  the  whole  creation 
moves:  the  convocation  of  the  parliament  of  man*  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Federation  of  the  World.  Thank  you. 

PRESIDENT:  Is  there  cny  further  discussion  on  Section 
C?  There  doesn!t  seem  to  be  any.  The  question  then  is  on 
the  adoption  of  Section  0  of  the  report  of  Committee  1.  Is 
there  any  objection  to  the  adoption  of  Section  C?  The  Sec- 
tion C  of  the  Report  will  then  be  considered  approved  by  the 
Commission.  Wo  will  then  proceed  with  the  Report  and  I  will 
ask  the  Rapporteur  to  reed  to  us  Section  D  of  the  Report. 

RAPPORTEUR  (Mr.  Castro,  El  Salvador):  Mr.  President, 
Ladies  and  Gentlemen,  before  I  begin  reading  the  part  of  the 
Report  which  concerns  Section  D  of  Chapter  VI,  I  want  to  make 
a  very  brief  statement.  I  want  to  say  that  in  my  acknowledge- 
ments this  morning  for  the  cooperation  which  I  have  received 
r.s  Rapporteur,  I  omitted  the  names  of  two  officers  of  our 
Committee  who  hove  worked  very  hard  and  have  cooperated  with 
mo  fully.  I  want  to  aclcnowledge  that  cooperation  from 
Dr.  Y.  C.  Yang,  Associate  Secretary  for  Committee  1;  and  from 
Mrs.  Pauline  Preuss,  Assistant  Secretary. 

I  hopo  that  I  inoy  bo  permitted,  Mr.  Chairrnr.n,  also,  al- 
though Section  C  has  boon  approved,  to  answer  two  brief 
references  that  were  made  concerning  the  Report  by  the 
Honorable  Chairman  of  the  Delegation  of  India.  He  referred 
to  ah  insertion  in  the  Rapporteur's  Report  concerning  certain 
statements  made  by  the  representatives  of  the  sponsoring 
powers  which  ho  had  proposed,  but  which  was  not  included  in 
the  Report;  and  he  moved  in  the  session  of  our  Committee  that 
that  text  bo  included  in  the  Report.  He  made  the  very  fair 
statement  that  Committee  III/l  ruled  against  his  proposition 
and,  therefore,  the  only  explanation  that  I  have  to  give  is 
that  it  was  a  decision  of  the  Committee  that  made  it  im- 
possible for  the  Rapporteur  to  include  that  text  In  the  Report. 
It  was  the  general  policy  of  Committee  III/l  not  to  Include 
statements  that  gave  only  the  Interpretation  of  one  or  more 
delegations  concerning  a  particular  point.  And,  for  that 
reason,  many  quotations  that  were  made  In  the  first  draft 
of  my  Report  had  to  bo  removed  from  It. 
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Concerning  the  second  point  that  vas  raised  by  the 
Honorable  Delegate  of  India,  which  refers  to  the  revision  of 
the  Charter,  I  must  say  that  the  text  vas  introduced  in  my 
Report  on  my  own  initiative,  and  as  it  is  very  brief  I  shall 
read  it.   "In  the  course  of  the  debate  a  number  of  delega- 
tions indicated  that  thoy  would  be  more  favorably  inclined  to 
the  acceptance  to  the  proposed  provisions  for  voting  if  the 
revision  of  the  Charter  by  another  conference  of  the  United 
Nations  is  made  possible.  They  expressed  the  hope  that  such  a 
revision  of  the  Charter  will  not  be  subject  to  the  rule  of 
unanimity  of  the  permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council". 
With  what  I  have  said,  I  feel  that  I  have  answered  the  two 
questions  raised  by  the  Delegate  of  India, 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not  ask  to  be  recognized  today  as  the 
Delegate  of  El  Salvador  to  make  any  statement,  but  I  want  just 
to  make  a  very  short  one  giving  thanks  to  the  Honorable  Minister 
of  Foreign  Affairs  of  Colombia  for  the  interpretation  that  he 
gave  to  the  abstention  of  many  countries  from  voting  on  Sec- 
tion C.  El  Salvador  was  one  of  the  countries  that  abstained 
from  voting.  And  the  construction  that  has  bojn  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  Colombia  of  the  meaning  of  such 
abstention  must  be  kept  perfectly  clear.  Gentlemen,  wo  came 
here  to  build  something,  whether  a  palace  or  a  hut,  but  we 
could  not  leave  San  Francisco  without  leaving  a  structure  that 
may  give  hopes  to  the  world  for  the  future  peace  that  we  all 
want  to  achieve.  Naturally,  however  humble  the  structure  that 
we  may  build  here  may  happen  to  be,  we  are  all  going  to  give 
our  support,  and  our  peoples  and  our  governments  will  certainly 
give  their  unfailing  support,  to  the  Charter  that  is  going  to 
be  signed  hero,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  it  goes  very  short  of 
the  expectations  of  many  of  the  delegations  that  have  attended 
the  Conforonce,  including  the  Delegation  of  El  Salvador.  This 
is  the  shortest  possible  statement,  and  now,  leaving  my  posi- 
tion as  Delegate  of  El  Salvador,  I  continue  the  reading  of  my 
Report 

Committee  III/l  began  the  study  and  discussion  of  Section 
D,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  on  May  22, 
at  the  twelfth  meeting  of  the  Committee. 

Tho  first  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  reads  as 
follows : 

"Section  D.  Procedure 

1.  The  Security  Council  should  be  so  organized 
as  to  be  able  to  function  continuously  and  each  state 
membor  of  the  Security  Council  should  be  permanently 
represented  at  tho  headquarters  of  the  Organization. 
It  may  hold  meetings  at  such  other  places  as  in  its 
judgment  may  best  facilitate  its  vork.  There  should 
be  periodic  meetings  at  which  oach  state  member  of 
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the  Security  Council  could  If  It  so  desired  be  repre- 
sented by  a  member  of  the  government  or  some  other 
special  representative." 

Only  one  amendment  had  beon  proposed  to  this  paragraph  to 
the  effect  that  che  Security  Council  should  meet  every  three 
months.  The  comment  was  also  made  that  the  text  of  paragraph 
1  of  Section  D,  as  already  quoted,  gave  rise  to  doubts  con- 
cerning the  continuity  of  tho  meetings  of  the  Security  Council 
or  their  periodicity. 

After  a  short  debate  concerning  these  questions,  the 
original  text  cf  the  paragraph  was  adopted  without  change .  A 
question  of  drafting  proposed  by  the  Honorable  Delegate  of 
Norway  in  regard  to  the  second  sentence  of  the  same  paragraph  1 
was  referred  to  the  Drafting  Committee . 

The  second  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  has  the  following  text: 

"2.   The  Security  Council  should  be  empowered  to 
set  up  such  bodjios  or  agencies  as  It  may  deem  necessary 
for  the  performance  of  its  functions  including  regional 
subcommittees  of  the  Military  Staff  Commit tee 7" 

A  single  amendment  to  this  paragraph  had  been  proposed 
by  tho  four  sponsoring  powers  in  order  to  delete  the  last  part 
of  the  paragraph  consisting  of  the  following  words:   "including 
regional  subcommittees  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee".  The 
amendment  was  adopted. 

The  third  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  has  the 
following  text: 

"3.  The  Security  Council  should  adopt  its  own  rules 
of  procedure,  including  the  method  of  selecting  its 
President ." 

No  amendment  affecting  this  paragraph  had  been  presented; 
and  when  a  vote  was  taken,  the  paragraph  was  adopted  without 
change  by  the  Committee. 

The  text  of  paragraph  4  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  is  as 
follows : 

"4.  Any  member  of  tho  Organization  should  partici- 
pate in  the  discussion  of  any  question  brought  before 
tho  Security  Council  whenever  tho  Security  Council  con- 
siders that  the  interests  of  that  member  of  the  Organiza- 
tion are  specially  affocted." 

The  text  of  the  following  paragraph,  namely  paragraph  5, 
Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  is  the 
following: 
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"5.  Any  member  of  the  Organization  not  having  a 
seat  on  the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member 
of  the  Organization,  If  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under 
consideration  by  the  Security  Council,  should  be  invited 
to  participate  in  the  discussion  relating  to  the  dispute." 

I  have  quoted  in  Immediate  succession  paragraphs  4  and 
5  because  both  refer  to  those  cases  in  which  in  the  discussions 
of  the  Security  Council  a  temporary  participation  of  non-members 
of  the  Council  is  permitted. 

The  amendments  presented  to  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee concerning  paragraphs  4  and  5  of  Soctlon  D  included  the 
following  propositions: 

a)  Recognition  to  the  parties  to  a  controversy  of  an 
equal  status  to  that  which  corresponds  to  the  titular 
members  of  the  Security  Council; 

b)  Invitation  to  any  member  of  the  United  Nations 
not  represented  on  the  Security  Council  to  send  a 
representative  to  sit  as  a  member  of  the  Council 
during  the  consideration  of  matters  affoctlng  its 
Interests; 

c)  To  add  to  paragraph  5  the  following  sentence: 
"In  the  case  of  a  non -member,  the  Security  Council 
should  lay  down  such  conditions  as  it  may  doem  just 
for  the  participation  of  such  a  non-member"; 

d)  Invitation  to  any  state,  whether  or  not  a  member 
of  the  United  Nations,  to  send  a  reprosentativ©  to 
sit  as  a  member  of  the  Security  Council  during  tho 
consideration  of  any  dispute  affecting  that  state; 

e)  To  extend  a  similar  invitation  to  any  state,  oven 
though  It  is  not  a  party  to  tho  dispute,  whenever 

thd  decisions- that  might  bo  taken  thereon  would  affect 
.it; 

f)  To  place  all  parties  to  a  dispute  on  tho  samo  basis; 

g)  That  it  snould  be  sufficient,  In  order  to  establish 
that  a  member  of  the  Organization  has  to  be  afforded 
the  opportunity  to  take  part  in  the  discussions  of  the 
Security  Council  on  questions  affecting  specially  the 
Interests  of  such  A  member,  to  have  the  concurring 
opinions  of  two  members  of  the  Council  and  of  the 
Interested  member  of  the  Organization; 

h)  That  the  same  should  be  provided  for  cases  con- 
templated In  paragraph  5  of  Soctlon  D,  Chapter  VI; 

1)  That  a  special  minority  of  members  should  be  suf- 
ficient to  enable  a  state  interested  in  a  question 
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to  take  part  In  the  discussion  of  same  in  the  Security 
Council,  without  having  the  right  to  vote; 

j)  That  a  state  not  represented  in  the  Security  Council 
and  a  party  to  a  controversy  should  be  entitled  to  par- 
ticipate, without  any  right  to  vote,  in  the  discussions 
of  the  Council  relating  thereto;  and 

k)  That  parties  to  a  dispute,  whether  members  of  the 
Security  Council  or  not,  should  have  in  the  Council 
the  same  position  in  regard  to  discussion  and  voting. 

The  addition  to  the  text  of  paragraph  5,  which  I  have 
mentioned  under  letter  "cft,  was  proposed  by  the  four  sponsoring 
powers  and  Committee  III/l  adopted  it  and  Incorporated  same  to 
that  paragraph,  as  a  basis  for  discussion.  Later  on,  this  ad- 
dition was  finally  adopted  by  the  Committee;  and,  as  a  result, 
paragraph  5,  Section  D,  as  approved  by  the  Committee,  has  the 
following  text: 

"5.  Any  member  of  the  Organisation  not  having  a 
seat  on  the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member 
of  the  Organization,  if  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute 
under  consideration  by  tho  Security  Council,  should  be 
invited  to  participate  in  the  discussion  relating  to 
the  dispute .  In  the  case  of  a  non-member^  the  Security 
Council  shpuldTay"lIown  sucE  concUtlons  as  TE~may~71eem 
just  for  the  participation  of  such  a  non-memEbrT^ 

Some  of  the  other  amendments  to  both  paragraphs  4  and 
5  of  Section  D  were  referred  for  study  and  consideration  to 
Subcommittee  III/l/B.  A  number  of  these  amendments  was  with- 
drawn. Only  one  amendment,  submitted  by  Canada,  the  sub- 
stance of  which  is  given  in  sub-paragraph  "k",  came  to  a 
vote  in  Committee  III/l  and  was  lost  by  a  vote  of  19  to  10. 
This  amendment  included  also  tho  idoas  put  forward  by  the 
Honorable  Delegates  of  the  Netherlands  and  Liberia.  The  text 
of  paragraph  4  of  Section  D  was  adopted  by  Committee  III/l 
without  any  change.  The  text  of  paragraph  5,  as  approved  by 
the  Committee,  has  already  been  given. 

Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals, 
as  finally  approved  by  Committee  III/l,  has  the  following 
text : 

"Section  D.  Procedure 

1.  The  Security  Council  should  bo  so  organized 
as  to  be  able  to  function  continuously  and  each  state 
member  of  the  Security  Council  should  be  permanently 
represented  at  the  headquarters  of  the  Organization. 
It  may  hold  meetings  at  such  other  places  as  in  ita 
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Judgment  may  best  facilitate  its  work.  There  should 
be  periodic  meetings  at  which  each  state  member  of 
tho  Security  Council  could  if  it  so  desired  be 
represented  by  a  member  of  the  government  or  some 
other  special  representative. 

2.  The  Security  Council  should  be  empowered  to 
set  up  such  bodies  or  agencies  as  it  may  deem  necessary 
for  the  performance  of  its  functions. 

3.  The  Security  Council  should  adopt  its  own 
rules  of  procedure,  including  the  method  of  selecting 
its  President. 

4.  Any  member  of  th^  Organization  should  parti- 
cipate in  the  discussion  of  any  question  brought  before 
the  Security  Council  whenever  the  Security  Council  con- 
siders that  the  interests  of  that  member  of  the  Organi- 
zation are  specially  affected. 

5.  Any  member  of  the  Organization  not  having  a 
seat  on  the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member 
of  the  Organization,  if  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute 
under  consideration  by  the. Security  Council,  should 

be  invited  to  participate  in  the  discussion  relating 
to  the  dispute.  In  the  case  of  a  non-member,  the 
Security  Council  should  lay  down  such  conditions  as 
it  may  deem  Just  for  the  participation  of  such  a  non- 
member  . " 

This  is  the  end  of  the  part  of  the  report  concerning 
Section  D. 

PRESIDENT:  !Hiank  you  again,  Dr.  Castro.  Is  there  any 
discussion  on  Section  D  of  Chapter  VI?  There  doesn't  seem 
to  be  any.  The  question  is  then  on  tho  adoption  of  Section  D. 
Is  there  any  objection  to  the  adoption?  There  doesn't  seem 
to  be  any.  and  the  Chair  will  then  consider  Section  D  adopted. 
Will  the  Rapporteur  kindly  read  that  section  of  his  Report 
which  deals  with  "Reports  by  the  Security  Council  to  the 
General  Assembly?" 

RAPPORTEUR:  The  Steering  Committee  had  referred  to 
Committee  I I I/I  two  important  matters.  One  of  them  concerns 
the  submission  of  reports  of  the  Security  Council  to  the  General 
Assembly •  Subcommittee  III/l/C  was  organized  in  order  to 
study  this  question  in  consultation  with  tho  appropriate  sub- 
committee of  Committee  I 1/2.  As .a  result  of  the  work  of  these 
two  subcommittees  a  redraft  of  paragraph  8,  Section  B,  Chap- 
ter V,  was  adopted  by  Committee  II/2  with  slight  modifications. 
This  text,  as  already  modified,  was  submitted  to  Committee 
III/l,  together  with  the  text  of  an  interpretation  already 
adopted  by  Committee  II/2.  After  the  necessary  discussion, 
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Committee  III/l  adopted  by  3^  votes  the  text  of  paragraph  8, 
Section  B,  Chapter  V,  and  also  the  Interpretation  with  re- 
spect to  that  paragraph  approved  by  Committee  II/2,  The 
text  of  the  new  paragraph  8,  as  approved  by  Committee  III/, 
is  $s  follows: 

"8.  The  General  Assembly  should  receive  and  consider 
annual  and  special  reports  from  the  Security 
Council;  such  reports  should  include  an  account 
of  the  measures  which  the  Security  Council  has 
adopted  or  applied  to  maintain  international 
peace  and  security. 

"The  General  Assembly  should  receive  and 
consider  reports  from  the  other  bodies  of  the 
Organization. ft 

The  Interpretation  adopted  is 'the  following: 

"That  paragraph  8  does  not  limit  in  any  way  the 
powers  of  the  Assembly  set  forth  in  paragraphs  1  and 
6,  and  consequently  when  the  General  Assembly  is  con- 
sidering reports  from  the  Security  Council  it  may 
exercise  the  powers  of  discussion  and  recommendation 
stated  in  those  paragraphs." 

This  is  the  first  matter  that  was  referred  to  Committee 
III/l  by  the  Steering  Committee,  Mr.  President. 

PRESIDENT:   Is  there  any  discussion  on  the  report  which 
we  have  just  hoard  from  the  Rapporteur?  There  docsnft  seem 
to  be  any.  Is  there  any  objection  to  the  approval  of  the  last 
report?  If  not,  we  will  consider  that  report  approved  by  the 
Commission. 

RAPPORTEUR:  The  second  provision? 

PRESIDENT:  Yes,  will  you  read  that  now,  please. 

RAPPORTEUR:  The  second  matter  referred  by  the  Steering 
Committee  to  Committee  III/l  has  to  do  with  tho  election  of 
the  Secretary-General .  The  Committee  was  specially  requested 
to  consider  the  words  "made  by  an  affirmative  voto  of  7  members " 
in  the  proposed  text  of  paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  V, 
of  tho  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as  approved  by  Committee  II/l 
on  May  25,  19^5. 

'  As  Committee  III/l  had  already  adopted  tho  original  text 
of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as 
completed  at  the  Crimea  Conference,  it  was  not  deemed  neces- 
sary to  adopt  any  special  provision  concerning  the  intervention 
of  the  Security  Council  In  the  election  of  the  Secretary-General, 
which  it  was  felt  should  be  made  In  accordance  vith  Section  C  In 
so  far  as  the  Security  Council  la  concerned. 
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This  is  the  last  part  of  my  Report,  Mr.  President.  I 
hatfe  the  honor  to  deliver  to  you  the  official  copy  of  the 
Report . 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you,  Dr.  Castro.  You  have  Just  heard 
the  report  on  the  second  matter  referred  by  the  Steering  Com- 
mittee to  Committee  I I I/I  regarding  the  election  of  the 
Secretary-General.  Is  there  any  discussion  on  that  matter? 
There  doesn't  seem  to  be  any.  Is  there  any  objection  to  the 
approval  of  the  last  part  of  the  Report?  It  will  then  be 
considered  approved  by  the  Commission. 

This  concludes  the  consideration  by  Commission  III  of  the 
report  of  Committee  1.  I  want  to  take  tho  occasion  once  again 
to  thank  the  members  and  the  officers  of  tho  Committee  for  the 
arduous  and  Important  work  they  have  done  in  connection  with 
the  vital  matters  dealt  with  by  Committee  1. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Greek  Delegation,  Mr.  Sof lanopoulos , 
has  asked  to  have  tho  floor  for  five  minutes  to  make  a  state- 
ment to  tho  Commission. 

MR.  SQFIANOPOULOS:  Mr.  President,  Follow  Delegates, 
I  want  to  express  in  the  first  place  my  heartfelt  thanks  for 
the  kind  words  which  the  Honorable  Prime  Minister  of  Now  Zealand, 
the  Honorable  Minister  for  External  Affairs  of  Australia,  the 
Honorable  Senator  Connally,  and  the  Honorable  Chairman  of  the 
Indian  Delegation  have  devoted  to  me  in  their  remarks;  and  I 
also  wish  to  thank  the  Honorable  President  and  the  other 
members  of  this  Commission  for  their  association  in  these 
sentiments  and  expressions . 

Aware  of  tho  great  honor  conferred  on  me  and  beyond  jne, 
on  my  country,  I  did  my  bost  to  bear  in  mind,  in  my  task, 
only  the  interests  of  the  Conference  and  its  success,  and  I 
believe  that  this  double  aim,  In  the  long  run,  could  be  as- 
similated to  the  particular  interests  of  the  peoples  we 
represent  here,  who  have  followed  most  attentively,  and  at 
times  with  some  anxiety,  the  development  of  our  Conference. 
Our  Committee,  more  than  any  other,  went  at  times  through 
difficult  moments  and  hours  of  crisis;  but,  no  one  misunder- 
stood the  fact  that  this  crisis,  or  threat  of  failure,  was 
determined  by  latent  lack  of  confidence  both  of  the  great 
powers  in  tho  small,  and  of  the  small  in  the  great,  a  lack  of 
confidence  due  to  an  exaggerated  sense  of  nationalism  developed 
by  the  sufferings,  injustice,  and  cruel  losses  of  this  war. 

One  of  the  successes  of  this  Conference  has  been  to  over- 
come these  difficulties  and  it  has  been,  in  particular,  a 
victory  for  our  Committee,  whose  members  have  been  able  to 
demonstrate,,  in  circumstances  that  wore  sometimes  difficult, 
that  they  were  resolved  to  pursue  in  peace,  and  for  its  main- 
tenance, a  cooperation  which  has  been  strengthened  In  war  by 
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loss  of  blood  and  by  common  sacrifices. 

Gentlemen,  those  words  are  particularly  significant  when 
they  are  spoken  by  the  Chairman  of  a  Delegation  of  a  country 
such  as  Greece,  which  has  known  the  joy  of  driving  back  the 
Fascist  aggressors  and  of  contributing  to  common  victory,  but 
has  also  felt  the  full  bitterness  of  a  cruel  and  exhausting 
occupation. 

We  have  come  here  with  the  purpose  of  outlawing  war.  We 
have,  great  and  small,  held  different  opinions,  and  have  had 
to  overcome  great  difficulties  which  have  led  us,  delegates 
of  small  and  middle  powers,  to  withdraw  and  understand  the 
motives  of  the  great  powers,  motives  which  were  most  honorable 
and  worthy  of  respect.  They  themselves  invitod  us  to  trust 
in  them  and  it  would  have  been  graceless  for  us  to  refuse  it. 

Today,  we  complete  our  task  in  an  atmosphere  of  mutual 
confidence  and  understanding.  Had  we  accomplished  nothing 
else  we  should  be  entitled  to  be  proud  of  this  result.  But 
we  have  achieved  more,  and  have  laid  the  foundation  of  a  new 
international  Organization.  We  know  that  it  is  not  perfect, 
but,  like  every  human  achievement,  it  can  be  perfected  through 
experience  and  practice.  Moreover,  the 'spirit  in  which  we 
later  interpret  the  views  drafted  in  these  eight  weeks  is  much 
more  important  than  the  texts  themselves .  Let  us  not  be 
deceived,  only  the  spirit  can  make  of  our  Charter  an  instru- 
ment of  peace  and  concord  by  making  it  possible  to  establish 
a  flexible,  liberal  and  sound  jurisprudence. 

PRESIDENT:  Thank  you  very  much,  Mr.  Sof ianopoulos .   In 
its  report  to  our  first  Commission  meeting  a  little  while  ago, 
Committee  HI/3  completed  the  task  assigned  to  it  with  the 
exception  of  Chapter  XII  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals, 
that  is,  the  Chapter  dealing  with  transitional  arrangements. 
This  Committee  is  now  ready  to  report  on  Chapter  XII .   I 
will  introduce  to  you  again  the  officers  of  Committee  HI/3, 
His  Excellency  Cajnilo  Ponce  Enrfquez,  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  of  Ecuador,  the  Chairman;  and  the  Rapporteur,  His 
Excellency  Joseph  Paul-Boncour,  former  Premier  and  Foreign 
Minister  of  Franco,  and  the  Secretary,  Mr.  William  T.  R.  Fox. 
I  will  ask  these  gentlemen  to  take  their  place  on  the  rostrum 
and  I  will  take  the  opportunity  onco  more  to  thank  them  and 
their  Committee  for  the  excellent  work  they  have  done.  Will 
the  Rapporteur  kindly  read  the  report? 

RAPPORTEUR  (Mr.  Paul-Boncour.  Franco,  speaking  in  French; 
English  version  of  report  follows): 

In  addition  to  the  study  of  the  text  of  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  B,  which  was  the  subject  of  a  previous  report  the 
conclusions  of  which  you  have  approved  unanimously,  Committee  3 
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was  charged  with  a  study  of  the  text  of  Chapter  XII  concerning 
transitional  arrangements.  This  text  which  was  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  Committee  3  on  May  30  had  not  been  drafted 
in  a  satisfactory  form  up  to  that  time.  In  order  to  avoid  all 
unnecessary  delay,  I  presented  to  you  on  June  12  my  report  on 
Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  which  was  the  most  important  part  of 
our  work  since  it  dealt  with  military  assistance  in  the  event 
of  aggression. 

Chapter  XII  deals  only  with  measures  intended  to  preserve 
peace  and  security  during  the  interim  period,  preceding  the 
time  when  the  Security  Council  will  be  able  to  assume  the 
entire  responsibility. 

A  few  amendments  had  been  proposed  for  the  consideration 
of  Committee  3. 

A  French  amendment  proposed  to  add  Prance  to  the  four 
signatory  powers  of  the  Moscow  Declaration,  to  whom  Chapter 
XII  confides  the  heavy  responsibility  in  the  period  with  which 
we  are  concerned.  This  amendment,  on  the  motion  of  Senator 
Connally,  was  adopted  by  acclamation  by  Committee  3.  The  new 
text  thus  proposed  to  you  reads  as  follows: 

"...the  States  parties  to  the  Pour-Nation  Declaration, 
signed  at  Moscow,  October  30,  19^3,  and  Franco . . . " 

On  the  whole,  the  other  proposed  amendments  aimed  more 
at  the  clarification  of  the  text  of  Chapter  XII  than  at  sub- 
stantive modifications.  Two  of  them,  however,  were  the  sub- 
ject of  a  short  debate. 

The  Chilean  Delegation  had  submitted  the  following  amend- 
ment: 

"In  cases  in  which,  in  accordance  with  paragraphs  1 
and  2  abovo,  or  when  required  by  circumstances,  pro- 
visional measures  are  taken,  they  shall  not  constitute 
a  precedent  to  impair  any  of  the  rights  of  the  states 
members  of  the  Organization." 

After  discussion,  the  Chilean  Delegation  agreed  to  with- 
draw its  amendment  on  the  condition  that  it  be  mentioned  in 
the • report  of  tho  Rapporteur . 

A  Mexican  amendment  was  designed  to  make  Chapter  XII  the 
subject  of  a  protocol  separate  from  the  Charter.  Several 
delegations  opposed  this  amendment,  stating  that  transitional 
measures  are  a  first  step  toward  peace  and  find  their  natural 
place  within  a  Charter  which  has  been  convolved  in  a  realistic 
spirit.  The  Mexican  amendment  was  rejected  by  a  vote  of  20 
to  2. 

Chapter  XII  was  discussed  twice  by  Committee  3.  The  first 
series  of  discussions  was  concluded,  June  1,  by  tho  rejection 
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of  the  original  text  of  paragraph  1  by  a  vote  of  21  to  9.  A 
new  text,  presented  at  a  very  late  date  by  the  Delegation  of 
United  Kingdom  In  the  name  of  the  five  powers,  led  to  a  second 
series  of  discussions. 

The  delegations  have  not  questioned  tho  necessity,  during 
the  transitional  period,  of  a  collective  responsibility  of  the 
five  powers  which  derives  from  the  obligations  which  they  have 
assumed  during  the  course  of  hostilities.  But  some  delega- 
tions, particularly  the  Canadian  Delegation,  called  attention 
to  the  fact  that  paragraph  1  would  grant  temporary  authority 
to  the  five  powers  for  a  period  which  might  bo  very  long,  and 
that  this  authority  was  qualified  only  by  the  phrase,  "joint 
action  on  behalf  of  the  Organization".  They,  therefore,  asked 
that  paragraph  1  further  specify  the  powers  granted  to  the  five 
powers  during  the  interim  period,  especially  with  respect  to 
responsibility  for  the  peaceful  settlement  of  disputes  accord- 
ing to  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII,  and  the  matter  of  ascertaining 
which  special  agreements  would  need  to  become  effective  before 
the  Security  Council  assumes  its  full  responsibility. 

After  throe  unsuccessful  mootlngs  in  which  the  Committee 
and  a  drafting  subcommittee  failed  to  clarify  paragraph  1  and 
make  it  more  precise,  a  new  text  was  then  submitted  on  behalf 
of  the  five  powers . 

This  new  text  is  as  follows: 

"Pending  the  coming  into  force  of  such  special  agreements 
referred  to  in  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraph  5,  which, 


_  parties 

signed  at  Moscow,  October  30,  19*3,  and  France  will  consult 
with  one  another  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph 5  of  that  Declaration  and  as  occasion  arises  with  other 
members  of  tho  Organization  with  a  view  to  such  Joint  action 
on  behalf  of  the  Organization  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  international  peace  and  security." 

Several  delegations,  especially  those  of  Canada,  Egypt, 
and  Belgium,  requested  the  delegations  submitting  the  amend- 
ment to  mako  a  declaration  explaining  the  meaning  of  the  words 
"joint  action  on  behalf  of  the  Organization." 

Tho  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  pointed  out  that  it  was 
impossible  to  defino  such  an  action,  slnco  the  powers  of  the 
Security  Council  would  gradually  develop  in  proportion  to  the 
forces  which  would  bo  put  at  its  disposal  by  tho  special  agree- 
ments concluded  with  members  of  the  Organization. 

The  Delegate  of  tho  United  States,  for  his  part,  ex- 
plained that  the  meaning  of  the  words,  "Joint  action",  might 
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be  deduced  without  difficulty  from  the  first  part  of  the  para- 
graph, which  referred  to  the  special  agreements  mentioned  in 
Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraph  5.  As  a  result,  the  Security 
Council  would  begin  to  exercise  at  once  all  its  responsibilities 
except  those  which  it  could  not  undertake  until  the  conclusion 
of  the  special  agreements  indicated  above.  Furthermore,  the 
powers  granted  by  the  Charter  to  an  organ  of  the  Organization 
would  come  immediately  into  force  unless  the  contrary  wore 
expressly  stated. 

The  Rapporteur  confirmed  the  clear  interpretation  given 
by  the  Delegate  of  the  United  States . 

The  Egyptian  Delegate  expressed  regret  that  decisions  of 
the  Security  Council,  under  Chapter  XII,  paragraph  1,  should 
be  taken  in  accordance  with  the  principle  of  unanimity  of  the 
permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council. 

When  put  to  a  vote,  the  proposed  to.xt  was  adopted  by  a 
vote  of  29-0. 

The  Greek  Delegation  had  proposed  an  amendment  which  would 
prevent  present  enemy  states  from  having  recourse  to  the 
Security  Council  or  the  Assembly  until  the  treaty  ending  the 
war  had  been  made  effective,  and  Committee  2  of  Commission  III 
had  decided,  by  a  vote  of  3^-0,  to  refer  this  amendment  to 
Committee  3,  stating  that  It  approved  the  amendment  in  principle 
so  far  as  it  applied  to  Section  A  of  Chapter  VIII. 

After  modification  of  the  text,  and  although  the  delegates 
who  had  taken  the  floor  had  expressed  their  agreement  on  the 
principle  of  the  proposal,  the  Committee  rejected,  by  a  vote 
of  17-5,  the  insertion  of  the  Greek  amendment  in  the  Charter. 

However,  on  the  proposal  of  the  United  States  Delegate, 
the  Committee  voted  unanimously  to  Insert  the  following  text 
into  the  report:   "It  is  understood  that  the  enemy  states  in 
this  war  shall  not  have  the  right  of  recourse  to  the  Security 
Council  or  the  General  Assembly  before  the  Security  Council 
grants  them  this  right." 

At  the  time  the  Committee  had  undertaken  the  discussion 
of  paragraph  1  and  rejected  it,  it  had  not  been  possible  to 
discuss  paragraph  2  of  Chapter  XII  in  its  original  form. 
Nevertheless,  at  this  stage,  criticisms  had  been  made  in 
regard  to  the  drafting  of  this  paragraph,  particularly  with 
respect  to  the  fact  that  it  was  not  specified  during  vhat 
period  of  time  this  temporarily  provision  should  remain  in  force, 

Consequently,  whan  paragraph  2  was  presented  again  to  the 
Committee  in  its  original  form,  there  were  new  criticisms,  in 
particular  those  made  by  the  Delegations  of  Canada,  Australia, 
Belgium,  and  New  Zealand,  concerning  certain  essential  points 
which  were  insufficiently  precise  in  the  text. 
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The  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  gave  the  following 
explanations  concerning  these  points: 

1,  Enemy  states  are  those  which,  on  the  day  of  the  signa- 
ture of  tEe~Charter,  are  still  In  a  state  of  war  with  any  one 
of  the  United  Nations. 

2.  The  present  war  Is  to  be  understood  as  the  war  or 
series  of  ware  which  began  on  or  after  September  3,  1939  and 
which  are  still  In  progress. 

3  .  "Action  taken  or  authorized"  .  It  might  be  difficult 
to  limit  this  action,  asThad  been  suggested  by  the  Australian 
Delegate,  to  that  decided  upon  In  an  armistice,  a  peace  treaty, 
or  a  joint  declaration  like  the  Declaration  of  Moscow,  because 
responsibility,  as  envisaged  in  paragraph  2,  could  fall  upon  a 
state  which  is  party  to  nono  of  these  acts  , 

As  to  the  exact  meaning  of  the  expression  "action  taken 
or  authorized",  the  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  declared 
that,  in  hia  opinion,  the  distinction  is  made  between  "positive" 
and  "negative"  action;  that  is  to  sayf  between  action  with 
respect  to  enemy  states  by  the  governments  responsible  for  this 
action,  and  the  action  which  the  responsible  governments  had 
authorized  other  governments  to  take. 

The  Committee,  In  concluding,  discussed  the  duration  of 
the  time  period  during  which  the  measures  envisioned  in  para- 
graph 2  could  be  taken.  It  appeared  impossible  to  fix  a 
term  but  the  hope  and  expectation  were  widely  expressed  that 
the  Security  Council  would  assume  its  full  responsibility  as 
soon  as  possible. 

After  these  explanations,  the  text  of  paragraph  2  was 
put  to  a  vote  in  its  original  form.  It  was  adopted  by  a  vote 
of  22-2. 

This  concludes  my  report  on  Chapter  XII  regarding 
Transitional  Arrangements  during  the  Interim  period  which 
will  last  until  the  Security  Council  Is  in  a  position  to 
assume  its  full  responsibilities.  In  conclusion,  an  addi- 
tion should  be  made  to  the  preceding  report  approved  June  12, 


At  its  June  19  meeting,  Committee  3f  at  the  request  of 
the  Dologato  of  France,  supported  by  the  Delegate  from  Peru, 
who  had  first  presented  the  amendment,  proposed  the  follow- 
ing clarification  to  be  made  to  the  report: 

The  report  examines,  on  page  11  of  the  English  text  of 
the  original  report,  the  constitution  of  tho  Military  Staff 
Committee  •  Reference  Is  made  to  the  existence  of  "regional 
Military  Staff  Subconmlt  toes  lf  and  the  report  states  that 
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l!The  Committee  further  provided  that  regional  staff  subcom- 
mittees should  be  constituted  only  after  consultation  with 
regional  agencies."  The  Delegate  of  France  asked  whether  the 
Commission  definitely  Intended  to  leave  to  the  Military  Staff 
Committee  the  final  decision  concerning  the  establishment  of 
these  subcommittees.  The  Committee  unanimously  agreed,  and  I, 
therefore,  bring  for  your  decision,  the  inclusion  in  the  report, 
which  you  havo  already  approved,  of  a  phrase  to  this  effect. 
The  text  should,  therefore,  be  the  following: 

"The  Committee  has,  In  addition,  agreed  that  these  regional 
Military  Staff  Subcommittees  could  only  be  instituted  after 
consultation  with  the  regional  agencies  concerned.  The 

with  the  authorization  of 


mittees 


PRESIDENT:  Thank  you  very  much,  M.  Paul-Boncour. 

The  English  text  of  the  report  has  been  distributed  among 
the  delegates,  and  I  would  like  to  suggest,  if  there  is  no 
objection,  that  we  dispense  with  the  reading  of  the  English 
text  as  wo  have  sometimes  before  dispensed  with  the  reading 
of  the  French  text. 

Is  there  any  objection? 
Then  we  do  it  that  way. 

Two  delegates  have  asked  to  address  the  Commission  on  this 
matter,  and  I  recognize  first  M,  Ambai,  Vice  Minister  of  Justice 
of  Ethiopia. 

ATO  AMBAI  WOLD-MARIAM  (speaking  in  French;  English  version 
as  delivered  by  Interpreter  follows):  Mr.  Chairman,  Follow 
Delegates,  I  wish  to  address  a  few  observations  to  the  report 
of  our  distinguished  Rapporteur,  His  Excellency  Paul-Boncour. 
The  text  of  Article  2  of  Chapter  XII  of  the  Charter  which  wo 
are  now  conaiderlng  reads  as  follows: 

"No  provision  of  the  Charter  should  preclude  action  taken 
or  authorized  in  relation  to  enemy  states  as  a  result  of  the 
present  war  by  the  governments  having  responsibility  for  such 
action.11 

In  the  course  of  a  discussion  of  this  text  in  Committee 
HI/3,  a  question  of  interpretation  was  raised  In  regard  to 
the  phrase  "as  a  result  of  the  present  war",  and  the  representa- 
tive of  tho  Inviting  powers  was  kind  enough  to  furnish  that 
Interpretation  In  the  following  language  which  appears  In  tho 
report  of  His  Excellency  Paul-Boncour. 
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"The  present  var  is  to  be  understood  as  the  war  or  series 
of  wars  vhlch  began  on  or  after  September  3rd,  1939 >  and  vhlch 
are  still  In  progress/1 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  take  the  liberty  of  sug- 
gesting that  the  history  of  events  during  the  last  fifteen 
yearo  would  appear  to  Indicate  the  difficulty  which  there  would 
be  in  attempting  to  fix  a  precise  date  for  the  commencement  of 
those  hostilities,  which  we  all  sincerely  hope  will  soon  be 
crowned  with  victory.  We  have  been  able  to  meet  here  together 
in  San  Francisco  to  formulate  a  Charter  for  the  maintenance  of 
peace,  only  because  millions  of  people  throughout  the  world 
havo  poured  out  thoir  lives  and  .treasure  for  nearly  fourteen 
years,  fourteen  years  of  incredible  sacrifice,  suffering,  and 
misery  to  crush  the  arms  of  the  aggressor  and  to  enable  us  as 
representatives  or  these  heroic  peoples  to  lay  the  foundations 
for  a  now  Organization  of  collective  security. 

It  is  certainly  not  my  role  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
heroic  people  of  China  and  of  Czechoslovakia,  and  in  fact  I 
doubt  whether  even  the  distinguished  representatives  of  these 
countries  could  have  set  forth  in  all  their  magnitude  and  in 
all  their  implications  the  untold  sacrifices  of  those  people . 

I  should  like  to  inquire,  however,  whether  wo  are  in  a 
position,  in  justice,  to  ask  of  the  peoples  of  China,  of 
Czechoslovakia,  and  of  Ethiopia  that  they  accept  the  date  of 
September  3,  1939,  as  the  date  of  the  commencement  of  the  cruel 
war  that  has  afflicted  all  of  us. 

So  far  as  Ethiopia  is  concerned,  it  should  suffice  to  re- 
call to  you  that  for  several  yoira  we  have  carried  on  at  the 
same  time  a  fierce  war  against  the  power  of  the  Axis,  and  an 
indefatigable  and  unswerving  struggle  for  tho  principles  of  col- 
lective security.  By  unanimous  opinion  of  the  United  Nations 
and  of  tho  League  of  Nations  the  war  began  on  October  3, '1935^ 
and  it  has  continued  and  will  continue  until  that  moment  when 
we  and  all  other  United  Nations  will  bo  froo  from  the  last 
shadow  of  aggression  against  the  peace-loving  peoples  of  tho 
world , 

I  havo  tho  conviction  that  we  should  not  call  upon  those 
peoples  to  renounce  in  any  way  tho  sacrifices  which  havo  con- 
tributed so  mightily  to  the  victory  which  is  now  upon  us*  We 
should  ask  such  a  renunciation  of  them  no  more  than  we  should 
ask  the  people  of  the  United  States  and  of  other  United  Nations 
to  renounce  the  prodigious  coz^tributloxi  In  war  materials  and 
ships  effected  during  the  period  from  September  3,  1939  to 
December  7,  19^1.  In  fact,  If  I  might  say  so,  It  would  seem  to 
me  .that  under  the  circumstances  no  date  should  be  fixed  for  the 
commencement  of  the  present  war*  Who  Is  In  a  position  to 
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affirm  that  the  present  war  commenced  on  September  3,  1939 
rather  than  on  September  18,  1931,  October  3,  1935,  March  15, 
1939,  October  28,  1940,  or  on  that  fateful  date  of  June  22, 
1941  when  Nazi  Germany  attacked  the  military  might  of  the 
Soviet  Union,  or,  finally,  on  December  7,  19^1,  a  date  which 
will  live  in  infamy. 

It  is  for  this  reason,  Mr.  President,  that  I  should  wish 
to  take  the  liberty  of  Inquiring  of  the  inviting  powers  whether 
they  would  seo  fit  to  delete  the  reference  to  September  3,  1939, 
although  I  here  state  that  no  date  in  the  history  of  the  world 
is  of  greater  Importance  than  that  of  September  3,  1939-  I 
would  also  wish  to  Inquire  whether  those  powers  might  be  will- 
ing to  replace  the  last  part  of  the  interpretive  clause  by 
the  words  "as  a  result  of  which  all  the  United  Nations  now 
are  in  a  state  of  war."  I  do  not  Insist  upon  the  exact  lan- 
guage just  proposed.  It  would  be  quite  sufficient  should  tho 
spirit  thereof  be  respected. 

PRESIDENT:  Tho  Rapporteur  wants  to  make  a  statement. 

RAPPORTEUR  (speaking  in  French;  English  version  by  inter- 
preter follows):   I  would  like  to  thank  the  Delegate  of 
Ethiopia  for  his  speech.  Ethiopia  was  the  socond  victim  of 
Fascist  enterprise,  tho  first  having  boon  China  who,  we  must 
not  forget,  has  boon  at  war  during  the  last  fourteen  years. 

Ethiopia  is  quite  right  In  establishing  a  connection  be- 
tween this  second  act  of  aggression  and  the  other  acts  which 
led  up  to  tho  final  aggression  in  August  1939.  But  I  would 
like  to  point  out  that  the  interpretation  given  to  the  words 
"this  present  war"  are  given  in  a  statement  by  the  Delegate 
of  tho  United  Kingdom,  and  in  addition  to  that,  It  Is  in  con- 
formity with  facts. 

Some  date  must  be  fixed  for  this  war,  and  whatever  the 
remote  causes  for  this  war  may  bo,  it  is  quite  true  that  tho 
present  war  started  in  1939- 

In  view  therefore  of  the  tribute  which  I  unhesitatingly 
pay  to  tho  courageous  resistance  of  Ethiopia  to  the  Italian  ag- 
gressldn,  I  would  like  the  Delegate  of  Ethiopia  not  to  insls.t 
on  his  amendment,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  paosag©  of  which 
he  spoke  in  the  report  is  not  really  part  of  the  report  proper 
but  a  reproduction  of  a  statement  made  by  the  Delegate  of  tho 
United  Kingdom. 

Moreover,  I  would  like  to  point  out  that  there  has  been 
a  slight  mistake  in  the  English  translation  of  the  report • 
Bie  French  text  says  "on  or  since  September  1939"  whereas  by 
mistake,  the  English  text  says  "on  or  before  September  1939 •" 
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PRESIDENT:  The  next  speaker  is  Mr.  H.  H.  Wrong  of  the 
Canadian  Delegation. 

MR.  WRONG:  Mr.  President,  this  has  been  a  long  sitting 
and  I  promise  you  that  my  remarks  will  be  very  brief. 

The  Rapporteur  to  whose  precision  of  statement  and  clarity 
of  thought  ve  are  all  Indebted  has  mentioned  in  his  report  that 
the  Canadian  Delegation  played  a  considerable  part  in  critici- 
zing the  drafting  of  these  two  paragraphs  on  transitional 
arrangements. 

These  paragraphs  will  be  of  much  Importance  in  the  period 
Immediately  after  the  Charter  comes  into  effect-  since  they 
provide  for  excepting,  from  the  general  responsibilities  of  the 
Security  Council,  certain  measures  which  are  necessary  for 
maintaining  security  during  that  period. 

It  should  be  made  clear  to  the  Commission  that  there  was 
full  recognition  by  all  the  critics  throughout  the  discussion 
that  it  was  necessary  to  Include  in  the  Charter  some  provision 
to  this  general  effect.  The  criticisms  mode  by  the  Canadian 
Delegation  were  directed  against  the  language'  of  the  paragraph 
and  not  against  their  purpose. 

After  a  long  delay  which  the  Rapporteur  has  mentioned,  a 
substantial  improvement  was  finally  made  in  the  text  of  the  first 
paragraph.  Although  we  do  not  regard  the  new  text  as  altogether 
satisfactory  we  feel  that,  when  read  together  with  the  explana- 
tions given  In  the  Rapporteur's  report,  it  is  now  acceptable 
and  not  very  likely  to  lead  to  misunderstanding  in  its  applica- 
tion- 

I  cannot,  however,  say  the  same  for  the  second  paragraph 
which  has  survived  in  the  form  originally  drafted  at  Dumbarton 
Oaks.  It  reads  as  follows: 

"No  provision  of  the  Charter  should  preclude  action  taken 
or  authorized  in  relation  to  enemy  states  as  a  result  of  the 
present  war  by  the  government  having  responsibility  for  such 
action." 

It  is  perfectly  true  that  tho  purposes  of  this  paragraph 
have  to  be  expressed  in  the  Charter  In  some  way  and  in  vory 
general  terms.  We  have,  for  instance,  to  adopt  a  text  which  will 
permit  the  taking  of  all  necessary  action  against  Japan  by  tho 
governments  directly  responsible  for  waging  the  war  and  obtain- 
ing military  victory  In  the  Pacific.  We  have  to  cover  this 
situation,  and  we  have  to  oover  other  situations,  present  and 
future,  which  are  beyond  our  present  knowledge  or  our  exact 
knowledge . 
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I  do  not  intend  to  'attempt  nov  a  logical  analysis  of  what 
I  consider  to  be  the  defects  of  the  present  wording.  As  one 
delegate  said  In  the  Committee  yesterday,  It  Is  certainly  not  a 
literary  gem.  It  was  referred  to  In  more  pungent  terms  by  other 
critics,  but  I  leave  it  to  them  to  repeat  their  criticisms  to 
the  Commission,  if  they  so  desire. 

It  seems  to  the  Canadian  Delegation  to  be  more  loosely 

drawn,  both  as  to  its  scope  and  as  to  its  duration,  than  Is 

necessary  to  meet  even  the  unpredictable  conditions  to  which  it 
is  Intended  to  apply. 

I  think  that  tho  members  of  the  Commission  should  know  that 
this  paragraph  was  only  discussed  and  voted  on  in  the  Committee 
yesterday.  If  it  had  been  considered  in  an  earlier  stage  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  Conference,  I  believe  that  it  would  have  boon 
possible  to  work  out  a  more  satisfactory  language. 

For  this  reason  I  desire  to  lay  particular  emphasis  upon  the 
explanations  and  interpretations  of  its  meanings  which  are  in- 
cluded in  the  report  of  the  Rapporteur. 

PRESIDENT:  The  next  speaker  is  Col.  Capel  Dunn  of  the 
British  Delegation. 

MR.  CAPEL  DUNN:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  occupy  only  a 
moment  of  the  Commission's  time  to  refer  to  the  speech  made  by 
the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Ethiopia,  and  .my  reason  for  speaking 
Is  this,  that  I  an  the  guilty  party.  I  was  tho  person  who  at 
short  notice  in  debate  gave  a  definition  of  what  was  meant  by 
"tho  present  war"  in  the  particular  context  of  paragraph  2  of 
Chapter  XII  and  it  would  be  churlish  of  me,  after  tho  remarks 
of  tho  distinguished  Delegate  of  Ethiopia,  wore  I  not  to  make  it 
clear,  abundantly  clear,  that  in  the  nind  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Delegation  there  was  no  intention  yhatsoovor  to  minimize  or  to 
do  anything  but  recognize  in  tho  fullest  sense,  in  tho  fullest 
way,  tho  magnificent  contribution  that  has  been  made  by  Ethiopia 
and  thoso  other  Allies  of  ours  who  were  tho  first  victims  of 
aggression.  I  do  wish  to  make  that  clear* 

Now  I  hope  very  much  that  this  definition  may  bo  improved 
upon  when  technicians  get  at  it.  It  was  given  for  a  purely 
technical  purpose .  You  have  to  find  a  date  somewhere,  sometime, 
from  which  to  work  for  the  purposo  of  that  article.  That  is  all 
I  have  to  say. 

ATO  AMBAI  WOLD-MARIAN  (speaking  in  French;  English  version 
as  delivered  by  interpreter  follows):  The  Delegate  of  Ethiopia 
says  he  has  nothing  more  to  say  except  to  thank  the  Delegate  of 
the  United  Kingdom  for  his  statement. 
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PRESIDENT:  The  next  speaker  Is  the  Delegate  of  Australia. 

DELEGATE  OP  AUSTRALIA:  Mr.  Chairman,  In  ordor  to  save 
the  Commission fs  time,  I  wish  raorely  to  express  the  desire 
that  the  Australian  Delegation  may  be  placed  on  record  as 
supporting  the  remarks  made  by  the  second  last  speaker,  tho 
Honorable  Delegate  of  Canada.* 

PRESIDENT:  Is  thero  any  further  discussion  on  Chapter 
XII?  Is  thore  any  objection  to  tho  adoption  of  Chapter  XII 
by  the  Commission?  Thore  doesn't  soem  to  bo  any.  Wo  will 
consider  Chapter  XII  adopted. 

We  have  now,  Ladles  and  Gentlemen,  completed  the  main 
tcsk  of  Commission  III,  which  IB  the  discussion  and  adoption 
of  the  reports  of  our  four  comralttoos.  Thore  will  bo  one 
more  meeting  to  deal  with  two  natters:  the  adoption  of  tho 
report  of  tho  Rapporteur  of  tho  Commission,  and  tho  approval 
of  the  texts  as  they  have  come  to  us  from  tho  Coordination 
Committee.  That  last  meeting  of  tho  Commission  will  take 
place  either  tomorrow  afternoon,  I  understand,  or  Friday 
morning.  If  there  is  no  other  businoss  before  the  Commission 
today,  I  declare  the  meeting  adjourned. 

(Adjourned  at  6:^3  p.m.) 


*  See  Annex  to  the  verbatim  minutes  attached. 
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ANNEX 

/Wote  by  Secretariat :  Because  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  the 
Australian  Representative  requested  that  the  following  state- 
ment, which  he  had  planned  to  read  to  the  Commission,  be 
annexed  to  the  verbatim  mlnutesj7 

STATEMENT  SUBMITTED  ON  BEHALF  OP  THE  AUSTRALIAN  DELEGATION 
REGARDING  THE  REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE  3,  OF  COMMISSION  III  ON  CHAPTER  XII 

(TRANSITIONAL  ARRANGEMENTS ) 

The  Australian  Government  recognises  tho  exceptional  con- 
ditions which  have-  made  Chapter  XII  necessary.  While  not  oppos- 
ijig  its  inclusion  in  the  Charter,  we  wish  to  make  clear  our 
views  on  tho  draft  as  accepted  by  Committee  HI/3. 

The  first  paragraph  of  this  chapter,  as  we  understand  it, 
neans  that  until  the  new  world  Organisation  is  ready  to  carry 
out  its  responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  sccu- 
ruty,  the  four  signatories  of  the  Moscow  Declaration,  and 
France,  will  take  joint  action  in  the  name  of  the  Organisation 
to  preserve  the  peace.  We  understand  that  the  Security  Coun- 
cil will  itself  decide  when  it  la  ready  to  assume  responsi- 
bility for  maintaining  peace  and  security.  Wo  also  under- 
stand that  the  joint  action  to  bo  taken  by  the  great  powers 
in  the  transitional  period  will  bo  limited  tu  those  functions 
which  cannot  bo  assumed  by  the  Security  Council  until  the  mem- 
bers of  the  United  Nations  h^vo  concluded  a  sufficient  number 
of  the  special  security  agreements  mentioned  in  Chapter  VIII 
(B),  paragraph  5,  to  enable  the  Security  Council  to  carry  out 
enforcement  measures.  In  other  words,  the  Security  Council, 
and  not  the  five  powers  mentioned  in  Chapter  XII,  will  dis- 
charge the  primary  responsibility  of  the  Council  for  tho 
pacific  settlement  of  disputes. 

In  the  Committee  we  joined  with  those  other  delegations 
who  criticised  paragraph  (l)  of  Chapter  XII  as  not  clearly 
expressing  the  meaning  that  has  boon  ascribed  to  it  and  we 
are  still  of  the  opinion  that  the  draftsmanship  is  faulty 
and  hope  that  it  will  be  improved  before  incorporation  in  the 
Charter,  In  particular,  we  would  wish  to  see  greater  preci- 
sion regarding  the  termination  of  the  period  during  which 
those  transitional  arrangements  will  apply. 

Paragraph  2  of  this  chapter,  as  we  understand  it,  is 
Intended  to  mean  that  certain  Governments  will  have  special 
responsibility  to  take  action  or  to  authorise  action  against 
onomy  states  as  a  result  of  the  present  war.  In  uur  view 
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such  special  responsibility  con  only  be  derived  from  throe 
groups  cf  instruments,  namely  (a)  armistices  or  instruments 
of  surrender,  (b)  peace  treaties,  or  (c)  the  Moscow 
Declaration,  and  that  no  nation  can  take  action  or  authorise 
another  state  to  act  in  this  matter  except  by  the  authority 
it  obtains  from  such  treaties  or  agreements .  In  our  view- 
the  authority  yielded  by  this  paragraph,  unlike  the  previous 
paragraph,  is  not  limited  to  the  groat  powers  but  will  be 
shared,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  relevant  instru- 
ment, by  other  belligerent  states  who  are  parties  to 
armistices  or  peace  treaties.  In  applying  this  point,  we 
accept  the  interpretation  given  to  the  term  "enemy  states11 
and  of  "the  present  war11  in  the  Rapporteur's  Report,  our 
understanding  being  that  a  "state  of  war"  continues  until 
the  signature  of  a  treaty  of  peace. 

Wo  are  in  agreement  with  the  general  intention  of  this 
paragraph,  that  intention  being,  in  our  understanding,  that 
the  armistice  terms  and  peace  torus  imposed  on  our  enemies 
will  be  carried  cut  strictly,  but  again  we  regret  that  the 
intention  has  not  been  stated  precisely  and  again  wo  see 
certain  dangers  in  this  lack  of  precision. 

As  it  is  drafted  at  present,  Chapter  XII  might  bo 
Interpreted  in  a  way  that  would  allow  the  great  powers  to  act 
completely  outside  of  the  Organisation  which  they  have  helped 
to  create  and  without  reference  to  any  of  the  organs  of  the 
United  Nations „  In  particular  cases  they  may  bo  able  to  prevent 
the  United  Nations  from  discharging  those  responsibilities 
in  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  peaco  and  security  which  this 
conference  has  agreed  should  bo  placed  in  the  hands  of  tho 
United  Nations .  In  pointing  to  this  danger  wo  would  stress 
the  view  that  tho  Ufcited  Nations  Organisation  will  be 
a  success  only  if  all  its  instrumentalities  are  used  fully 
and  in  good  faith.  So  far  as  the  preservation  of  security 
is  concerned,  tho  Organisation's  success  will  depend  on  tho 
cooperation  within  tho  organisation  of  the  groat  powers . 
Frequently  these  powers  have  appealed  to  other  nations  to 
trust  them.  We  regard  it  as  a  condition  of  such  trust  that, 
even  in  regard  to  the  exceptional  conditions  of  the 
transitional  period,  the  great  powers  will  act,  so  far  as 
possible,  within  and  as  part  of  tho  United  Nations  Organi- 
sation and,  at  all  times,  in  tho  spirit  of  its  Charter. 
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Doe.    1150  (FRENCH) 

The  United  Nate*,  Conference  «/!£    19« 

on  International  Organization 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

PROOES-VERBAL  DE  LA  CINQUIEtlE  SEANCE  DE  LA  COMMISSION  III 
JheAtre  da  1'  Opera,  le  20  Juin  1946  a  15hgQ 

LE  PRESIDENT  (M,  Merge netierne,  Norvege,  parlant  en  anglais; 
texte  de  I1 Interpretation):  La  seance  eet  auverte. 

Le  Secretaire  general  m'a  denjande  de  fqlre  la  communioation 
sulyante  a  I'Aeeemblee.  Le  Comlte  II/2  so  reunlra  a  16  h.  30  oet 
apres-mi^i,  chambre  202,  du, Veterans  Building.  Par  allleure, 
le  Oomlte  de  direction  ae  reunlra  pour  entendre  un  bref  rapport, 
a  17h.30  oet  apres-midi,  ohambre  223,  Veterans  Building. 

La  Commission,  dans  sa  seance  d}e  ce  matin,  a  adopts  les, 
Sections ,A,et  B  du#rapport  du  Comite  ZII/1.  Nous  avons  leve 
not re  precedents  seance  au  cours  de  la  disoueslon  de  la  Section 
C,  que  nous  allons  poursulvre.  Cinq  orateurs  demeurent  inscrits. 
Je  leur  serais  reconnaissant  e'ils  voulaient  bien,  dans  toute 
la  me sure  possible,  limiter  leurs  Interventions  de  facon  que 
nous  pulssions  terminer  cet  apree-midi  la  discussion  que  nous 
poursuivons. 

Ls  premier  orateur  insorit  eet  le  Delegue  dee  Paya-Bas, 
Son  Excellence  M.  Loudon.  Je  lul  donne  la  parole* 

M.  LOUDON  (parlant  en  anpl&is;  Interpretation  du  texte 
en  franpaie):  Meseieure,  Je  voudrals  toyit  dfabord  remercier, 
du  fond  4u  ooeur,  le  Rapporteur  du  Comlte  III/l  pour  le  travail 
remarquable  qu1!!  a ^accompli  pour  nous,  travail  difficile  et 
qui  n'a  pu  Stre  mene  a  bien  qu'apres  des  efforts  sans  rel&ohe. 

Dependant,  la  delegation  des  Paye-Bas  est  obliges  de  venlr 
lei,  une  fo^s  encore,  af firmer  la  position  qu'elle  a  pries  au 
ooure  des  debat^.  La  dele'gatlon  des  Pays-Baa  o*mprei}d  pie  ins- 
aent  que,  en  1'etat  aotuel  ou  se  trouve  la  oommunaute  Interna- 
tionale, 11  peut  Stre  necessalre  de  donner  des  pouvoirs  epeoiaux 
a^une  nouvelle  organisation  pour  le  malntien  de  la  palx  et  de  la 
seourite,  si  ce  but  doit  6tre  gagne. 

Une.  telle  situation  a  toujours  exists  de  facto  pour  les 
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grandee  Puissances.  Ce pendant  oe  etatut  special  va  etre  au- 
Jourd'hui,  reoonnu  offioiellement  et  sanctionne. 

Nous  oroyons  que  oe^a  eet  regrettable.  Pourquol?  Faroe 
que  oe  nouveau  systeme  legalise  la  domination  de  la  Puissance, 
qe  qul,  dans  les  rel^t^ons  Internationales  et  quand  la  pal$  eet 
etablie,  a  toujours  ete  universellement  reoonnu  oomme  reprehen- 
sible. 

81,  cependant,  ,nous  consenting  a  donner  aux  grandes  puis- 
sance e  ce  statut  special,  nous  ne  pouvone  le  faire  que  dans 
l(attente  qu'elles  demontreront,  en  pratique,  leur  oonsoienoe 
dee  devoirs  spe'ciaux  et  des  responsabilites  speciales  qui,  main- 
tenant,  leur  incombent. 

f  f  Ce  point  a  ete  admirablement  e'tabll  par  le  President  $e  la 
delegation  du  Royaume-Unl  lors  de  notre  premiere  seance  pleniere, 
le  26  avril  dernier.  Je  voudrais  clter,!!.  Eden:  "Plus  grande 
est  la  puissance  des  dispositions  d'un  e'tat  quelconque,  plus  / 
grande  est  sa  responsabllite  pour  qu'il  nfen  use  qufen  conside- 
ration des  autres,  et  en  restreignant  sa  propre  impulsion. H 

On  nous  a  demands,  a  plusieurs  reprises,  d1  avoir  cpnf lance 
et  foi  dans  les  membres  permanents  du  Conseil  de  Seourlte.  Voioi 
notre  reponee:  Nous  avons  oette  confianoe  et  nous  avone  oette 
foi.  Autrement  nous  ne  oonsentlrlons  pas.  Nous  esperons;  en 
fait,  nous  ^vons  confianoe  dans  natre  espolr  que  1'avenlr  Justi- 
fiera  la  decision  que  nous  avons  prise. 

Par  consequent^  nous  eornmes  prfits  a  accepter  certaines 
limitations  de  cette  llberte  d1 action  qui,  Jusqu'a  present,  ^ 
appartenu  a  tous  les  Etats  souve rains.  Mais,  Monsieur  le  Pre- 
sident, lor s que  nous  eommes  pr6ts  a  accepter  ces  limitations, 
si  nous  acoeptons  a  donner  des  avantagee  speclaux  a  oeux  gul 
detiennent  la  puissance,  la  question  est  de  s  avoir  Jusqu',a  quel 
point  11  leur  seralt  permls  d'aller.  Je  ne  veux  pas  repeter  lol 
les  arguments  qul  ont  ete  soumls  par  le  Oomlte  Technique  en  vue 
de  limiter  le  droit  de  veto.  C'est  un  sujet  difficile  et  com- 
plexe  qu!on  ne  peut  traiter  en  que^ques  breves  m^ni^tes.  Mais 
comme  auoun  des  amendements  proposes  par  notre  Delegation  et  par 
blen  d'autres  ne  s'est  montre'  acceptable  par  les  grandes  puis- 
sances, je  voudrais  s implement  dire  ici  qu'en  consequence  et 
selon  notre  opinion  le  droit  de  veto  des  membres  permanents  du 
Conseil  de  Becurite  s'est  vu  attribuer  un  cadre  blen  trog  large. 
Dans  ces  ciroonstances,  le  plus  que  noue  pouvions  faire  xetait 
de  nous  abstenlr  de  voter  BUT  oe  point  au  sein  du  Oomlte  Tech- 
nique. 

,  ,  LE  PRESIDENT:  La  parole  est  &  M.  Alberto  LLeras  Oamargo, 
Delegue  de  la  Colombie. 
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M.  LLEBAS  CAMAROO  (parlant  en  eepagnol). 

LE  PRESIDENT:  La  traduction  en  franpais  eet-elle  -demand**? 
(Voir  cl-dessous  la  traduction  franpalse  de  ce  diecours) 

,  H.  LLERAS  CAMARGO  (Colombie, parlant  en  espagnol):  M.  le 
President,  au  cours  dee  seances  de  Comlte,  la  Colombie  a  fait 
conna,ltre  les  ralsons  qui  1'ont  de'termlne'e  a  ne  pas  accepter  la 
procedure  de  vote  du  Conseil  de  Securite.  JElle  n'inslstera  pas 
pour  les  exposer  en  qe  moment,  male  elle  desire  que  son  vote 
negatif  soit  conslgne  au  proces-verbal  de  la  ee'ance  de  la  Com- 
mission., La  Colombie,  a  SOTJ  ijegret,  ,n!a  pu  se  convaincre  de 
I'utlllte  du  systeme  qul  a  ete  adopte  et  que  le$  nations,  qui 
eeront  meiabres  permanents  du  Conseil  de  Securite,  estlment  ne- 
oeesaire  au  malntlen  de  la  paix  et  de  la  se'curite. 

/  Notre  delegation  estiwe  que  dans  toutes  ces  questions  qui 
Interessent  les  mesures  visant  la  conciliation  et  le  reglement , 
pacifique  des  differends  entro  nations,  la  regie  de  I'unanlmlte 
ou  le  vote  conforme  des  tiambres  permanents  du  Conseil  ne  dev- 
ralent  pas  etre  exlges,  meme  sfils  sont  tres  souhaltables.  Elle 
estime  que  I'unanimite  obligatolre  rendra  Impossible  toute  action 
effioace  du  Conseil,  puisque  cette  action  peut  §tre  paralysee 
par  le  vote  d'un  seul  membre  permanent. 

Mais,  au  moment  du  vote,  I1 opinion  de  la  Colombie  n!a  ete 
partagee  que^par  Cuba.  Toutefols,  la  grande  majorite  des  pays 
representes  a  cette  Conference  partagent ^les  cralntes  de  la 
Colombie  et  du  Cuba,  et  I1 on  a  enregistre  un  nombre  considerable 
df abstentions.  II  torabe  sous  le  sens  que  ces  abstentions  ont 
la  mSme  signification  que  notre  vote  negatif,  et  que  si  le Adroit 
de  veto  a  ete'  accepte,  c!est  parceque  les  etats  representes  ioi 
ne  veulent  et  ne  peuvent  refuser  aux  Clna  Grandes  puissances, 
sur  lesquelles  reposeront  princlpalement  la  charge  de  malntenir 
la  paix  et  la  securlte,  I1 Instrument  qu'elles  estlment  eesentlel 
pour  blen  accomplir  leur  mission.  Sans  le  vote  negatif  de  la 
Qo^ombie  et  de  Cuba,  on,  aura  it  pu  croire  que  le  droit  ,de,  veto  a 
ete  adopte  a  I'unanimite  et  les  abstentions  auraient  ete  inter- 
prSte'es  de  fapon  dlffe'rente. 

Nous  estlmons  qu1 11  sera  necessalre,  chaque  fols  que  1'une 
quelconque  des  Grande s  Pulsaanqes,  aura  rec,ours  au  veto,  de 
rappeler  que  la  grande  majorite  de  la  Conference  ne  leur  a  mar- 
que une  si  grande  conf lance  que  parc^  qu'elle  etalt  oonvaincue 
que  le  droit  de  veto  ne  seraJt  exerce  q'-ie  dans  dee  qas  excep- 
tlonnels  et  seulement  quand  1' usage  de  cette  facu^te  poyrrait 
contrlbuer  a  affermir  la  paix  et  a  malntenir  la  sequrite  fiana  le 
monde-en  d'autres  teriqes^  qua  la  Conference,  oppooee  oomme  «lle 
1'est  au  systeme  suggere,  I1  a  accepte  uniquemer^t  parne  qu!elle 
estime  que  les  Grandes  Puissances,  qui  ont  mene  oette  guerre  a 
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une  fin  vlctorleuse  me'ritent  cette  marque  e^ceptionnelle  de 
confianoe  de  la  part  des  autree  pays  aseociee  dans  I1 Organisa- 
tion dee  Nations  Unles. 

JUE  PRESIDENT:,  La  parole  est  a  M.  Victor  Andres  Belaunde, 
repreeentant  du  Perou. 

M.  BELAUNDE  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte.de  I1 interpretation 
en  franpals):  Au  cours  des  discussions  et  a  la  fir)  des  die-, 
cusslona,qui  se  sont  poureulv^ea  au  sein  des  oomites,  la  dele- 
patlon  peruvienne  avait  decide  de/  s'abstenir  dans  le  vote,sur 
cette  eeoulon.  A  la  suite  des  de'bats  qui  se  sont  instaures  loi 
et  de  cer-uaiijs  fait§  §ur  lesque/Ls  J1  aural  a  revenlr  dans  le  cours 
de  mon  expose,  la  delegation  peruvienne  votera  en  faveur  de  oe 
rapport. 

Devant  le  qomite  trois  opinions  dlffe'rentes  se  sont  fait 
Joi^r.  Les  uns  e talent  fermement  en  faveur  du  veto.  Les  autres 
y^etjaient  tout  aussl  fermement  opposes  et  un  certain  nombre  de 
delegations,  parml  lesquelles  la  mieijne,  se  sont  trouvees  devant 
un  dllemme  qul  pesa  alors  sur  leur  decision. 

Souvenez-voue  que,  pendant  deux  eenjalnes.  et  plus,  nous 
e'tlons  arrive' s  a  une  impasse!  que  les  negoclatlons  ne  progres- 
salent  plus  et  finalement  ce  qui  nous  fut  offert,  ce  fut  ce 
dilemme:  ou  la  Charte  avcc  le  veto,  ou  pas  de  Charte  du  tout. 

Place's  devant  ce  dllemme,  nous  avons  decide'  d1  adopter  de- 
vant le  Comite  la  position  que  voue  connalssez. 


>u  a  peu,  les  chose s  se  sont  toi^t  de  meme  legerement  mo- 
dlflees.  Tout  d'abcrd,  la  poeslbilite  a  ete  donne  dfapporter  f 
des  amendements  et,  par  suite,  oomme  corollaire,  la  pos^ibilite 
aussi  pour  un  Etat  de  se  retirer  si  les  amendements  nfetalent 
pas  adoptee. 

Je  dole,  a  ce  prop OB,  rendre  hommage  a  I1 attitude  de  ,la 
delegation  ame'rloaine  qul  nous  a  apporte  au  cours  dTune  seanoe 
decisive,  I1 assurance  qu'une  nouvelle  conference  pour  la  revi- 
slorj  de  la  Charte  pourralt  se  tenlr  d1  loi  un  maximum  de  dlx 
annees. 

%En  mfime  temps,  autre  chose  efest  produit,  un  phe'nomeme  qul, 
peu  a  peu,  a  transmute  la  notion  m8me  du  veto. 

On  avalt  parle  du  droit  de  veto.  Ce  droit  de  veto  semblait 
|tre  insorlt  &  ^a  baqe  mftqe  de  notre  nouvelle  Constitution.  Peu 
a  peu,  cette  idee  a  evolue  jpar  des  apports  d'orlgines  les  plus, 
diver see.  Peu  a  peu,  I1 idee  du  droit  de  veto  s!est  transformee 
en  un  princlpe  moral:  I1 obligation  de  1'unanlmlte. 
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En  ve'rlte,  au  seln  du  Consell,   oela  revient  ay  mftme  male 

nous  avone  transforme  I1 esprit  qui  s'e'tait  e tab 11  id. 

Au  lieu  de  dire:  lee  Grandee  Puissances  ont  drolt  au  veto, 
11  eet  Certain  que  jpeu  a  peu  1! ensemble  de  la  Conference  srest 
attache  a  oette  Idee  que  dans  les  grandee  questions  ou  seralt  en 
Jeu  le  malntlen  de  la  palx  et  de  la  securlte  Internationales,  les 
Grandes  puissances  avalent  le  devoir  absolu  de  rechercher  oette 
unanlmlte  hors  de  laque^le  ll/i'otait  pas  possible  d'arriver  a 
assurer  la  palx  et  la  seourlte  Internationales. 

Los  republlques  de  1'Amerlque  latlne  ont  toujquijs  e'te'  de  cet 
avis  ot  loure  conceptions  Jurldlques  ont  toujours  ete  extrfimement 
proohes  de  oette  conception-la. 

M.  le  Dclegue  de  I'Australlc,  Dr.  Evatt,  s^et  e'tonne'  de 
retrouver  cette  uninlmlte'  Jurldlque  dans  la  conception  du  drolt 
international  dee  republlquee  americaiijee.  Qu1 11  me  peiroette  de 
lul  rappeler  que  la  decouvcrte  de  l!Amerlque  a  coincide'  aveo  la 
fond^tlon  meme  du  drqlt  International  et  que  la  liberation  de 
l!Amerlque  a  coincide  r.^ec  loe  premieres  affirmations  du  drolt  des 
nations  et  des  pays  independants. 

Ce  qul  s'eet  <|egige  Id,  et  11  est  Important  de  le  noter, 
o'eet  une  unanlmlte  des  petltcs  puissances  et  vous  savez  la  po- 
sition qufelle  a  prise. 

^  la  suite  de  oette  unanlmite'  les  petltes  pulssinoes  ont 
oppose  leur  sacro-ealnte  ,in trans igeqncc  a  certains  pays  male  ont 
rencontre  de  l!autre  cotje  la  volonte  des  Orandes  Puissances  de 
f^lre  les  concessions  necessstlree  pour  arrlver  tous  ensemble  a 
reallsor  cette  Oharto  qul  dolt  assurer  la  palx  du  Monde. 

C'est  ainei  que  nous  avone  acheve'  oette  ceuvre,  et  quelle 
oeuvz^ei,  Elle  depasse  ^inguliere^ent  le  stade  du  covenant  de  la 
Soolete  des  Natlqns:  a  la  Soclete  des  Nations,  11  y  avalt  un 
ensemble  de  procedures;  lol(  au  oontralre,  dans  cette,  Charte  nous 
trouvons  I1 affirmation  de  regies,  de  buts  et  de  pensees.  ,Et 
pvils  aussl  I1  inclusion  dans  cette  Charte  de  la  posslblllte  de 
realisation  des  aspirations  Ice  plus  haute e  de  la  conscience 
humalne . 

Volla  oe  que  nous  avone,  au  oours  des  semalnes  de  debate 
que  nous  avone  eu  lol,  reuse!  a  mettre  debout.  O^est  aujourd(hul 
dans  la  certitude  que  lea  grandee  Puissances  n1  emploleront  ce 
drolt  de  vet9,  £e  lfal  ait  tout-?i-lfheure,  que  pour  e'obllger  , 
elles~memes%a  reunlr,  par tout  ou  oela  eqt  possible,  I1 unanlmlte 
neoessalre  a  la^poursulte  des  grands  Ide^ux  qul  sont  vises, 
que  Jfal  aocorde,  au  nom  do  ma  propre  delegation,  dans  la  fol 
que  J'al  qu'elles  n'abuseront  pas  de  oe  veto,  ce  drolt  que 
les  grandee  Puissances  nous  ont  demande. 
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M.  PHASER,  (Nouvelle  Z^lande,  parlant  en  anglais;  texte 
de  I1  interpretation  en  franpais): 

Monsieur  le  President/  je  desire  m!assooler  &  1  Pommage 
m£rite  qul  viant  d'&tre  rundu  par  les  orateurs  precedents 
au  bureau  du  Comlt£«  Je  tlens  tout  partloullerement  &  re- 
Meroler  lo  President  qul  a  fait  preuvo  dfun  talent  ^agnlfi- 
que  dans  la  direction  de  nos  dobats.  Toutes  los  delegations, 
notamoent  la  Delegation  n^o-z^landaise;  lul  dolvent  beauooup 
de  gratitude  pour  la  paticnoo  ot  la  bonne  humour  dont  11  a 
toujours  fait  preuva  dans  des  ciroonstanoes  souvent  difficlles. 
Par  un  mot  omus&nt,  11  savalt  d^tourner  les  terapfites  qul  s'ao- 
oumulalent  &  I1  horizon.  II  a  su  oomprendre  trbe  rapidemont 
toutos  les  questions  qui  se  posaient,  et  lorsquc  les  ohoses 
nllalent  trop  loin,  11  s^valt  cillier  la  fermetd  &  I1  intelli- 
gence • 

Je  remorcie  £galement  le  rapporteur,  le  secretaire,  tous 
les  interprfctee,  traduoteu,  B  ot  stenographes  qul  ont  eu  un 
travail  difficile  h  aocompllr,  Je  dirai  m6me  presque  aussl 
difficile  que  celul  des  dologurfe. 


On  n!a  Jama  is  rien  Rc.gnl  on  obsouroissant  la 
et  en  fermant  les  yeux  sur  des  divergences.  On  n!a  Jamais 
rlen  gogn£  non  plus  en  e:rag^rant  oes  diverge  noes,  quelque 
profondee  qu'ellee  puseeat  etre« 

Je  ne  roferal  pas  devant  vous  1'hlstolre  de  la  question 
du  veto  qul  a  retenu  notre  attention  pendant  de  longues  Journ^ee* 
Le  Docteur  Evatt  l*a  fort  bien  fait  oe  matin  ot  a  alnsl  ajout^ 
un  nouveau  service  h  la  longuo  liste  de  oeux  que  lul  et  son 
oollfcg^o,  le  premier  mini  sir  e  {id  Joint  ,  M»  Forde.  alnsl  que  toute 
la  delegation  australlenno  ont  rendus  &  la  Conference  depuls 
le  d£but  de  oolle-oi.  ' 

La  situation  etalt  difficile*  Les  pui  seances  invitantee, 
surtout  los  trois  d!entr?  ellos  qul  avalent  r^dlg^  les  Propo- 
sitions do  Dumbarton  Colts  et  cut  s1  ^talent  reunles  h  Yalta 

r  -    ~  t? 


avalent  ponsa  et  ont  dlt  que  la  regie  de  llunanimlte  des 
pui  SB  an  cos  oyont  un  sl&ge  permanent  au  Oonseil  de  B^ourlte  etalt 
imperative  et  qufli  ser:i.l,t  impossible  dc  sfen  ^carter  pour  les 
questions  do  fond.  O1  etalt  Id  xme  condition  de  la  formation 
de  la  nouvelle  organisation  mondlale.  Oette  idde  a  £te  exprlmie 
d'uDe  monifere  tres  clalre  a 


plusleurs  reprises  par  les  porte 
parole  de  oes  delegations  • 

D1  outre  port*  11  ^tolt  raanifeste,  ou  d^but  de  la  Conference, 
que  lo  plu;part  dee  d^legatlone  n^tolent  pos  en  mo  sure  d1  accepter 
oette  moniere  de  voir  ooiame  definitive,  et  si  I1  on  avalt  vote 
ou  d&ut  sur  lo  fond  de  lo  question  du  veto,  il  ne  foit  ououn 
doute  que  lo  proposition  n'auralt  pas  ete  oooeptee*  In  fait, 
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11  s!rn  eat  fallu  de  peu  qu9ello  fftt  repoues^o;  8*11  nry 
avalt  pas  eu  lee  qulnae  abstentions,  la  r^le  n1  aural  t  pas 
£te  adoptlft.  Dral  Hours,  dans  lee  autree  oomit^e,  o'est.seu- 
lement  a  un  tiers  dee  volx  que  la  rbgle  de  I'ununlmlte  pour 
lee  amendomente  &  la  Charte  a  lt£  accept  £e.  On  pout  done 
dire  qufun  grand  nombre  do  pulseanoee  ^talent  oppos^ee  &  la 
proposition* 


Je  dole  rendre  lol  un  horanage  plus  parti  culler  cm 
gue  de  la  Oolonible  qul  a  su  merlter  le  reepeot  et  I1  ad- 
miration de  tous,  ainsl  qu!&  notre  ooll&gue  de  Cuba,  dont  noue 
a  von  B  appr£ole  ^galemcnt  la  competence,  ct  it  tous  oeux  qul, 
Jusqufau  dernier  sorutln,  ont  contlnu£  h  voter  eelon  leur 
conscience  et  c^mme  le  leur  dlctalt  lour  Intelligence. 

On  dolt  oet  hommage  h  I1  attitude  quflls  ont  malntenuo 
Jusqu'k  la  fin  et  I1  on  dolt  £galement  reconnaltre  le  m£rlte 
de  ocux  qui  se  sont  abstonu. 

II  nfcst  pas  question  de  rfc^le  d'unanlmlte  ou  de  r&fele 
de  veto  dans  oette  affaire.  II  s'a^lssalt  de  savolr  sfll 
y  auralt  une  Organisation  ou  efll  n*y  auralt  pas  d  !  Organ  1  sat  Ion 
La  question  dtalt  pos^e  trfce  olaironent  et  nous  r.vons  tous  dCt 
reoonnaltre  que  oetto  rfeglo  de  1'unanlnlte  c^nstltualt  effoo^ 
tlvement  unc  condition  Imperative*  Et  si  nous  avlons  tous 
vot^  oontrc,  tout  espoir  de  vcU1  se  cr^er  une  organisation  mon- 
dlale  aurait  dlsparu  et  le  nor  do  une  fols  de  plus,  auralt  ^ 
disappoint©.  C^tait  done  une  fort  grave  responsibility  et 
Je  sals  tr&s  bien  que  le  nonde  n'c.uralt  pas  comprls  qu'll 
s'aglssait  de  questions  conpliqu^es  de  proo^ctares  de  vote. 
II  auralt  slmplcment  penso*  Une  fois  encore  Ics  repr^sen- 
tnnte  assenbl^s  se  sont  disputes  et  ont  £ohouo  dans  leur 
t&che  • 


Auoune  tentative  pour  rest  reindro  le  d^bat  n'a  ^tl  falte* 
Le  dtfbat  a  6\,i  large,  sincere,  forverit;  11  a  parfols  ete 
oonfas  ct  parfois  tree  clnire  O'eet  dc  cette  raani&re  que 
doivent  se  d6roulor  lee  debate  dans  toutee  lee  institutions 
representatives  du  monde. 

Oomme  I1  avalt  dlt  au  debut  M.  Stqttinlus,  President  de 
la  Conference  ,  lee  discussions  ont  ete  large  s,  sane  la  moin- 
dre  restriction  et  dee  dlolelone  ont  6'te  prleee* 

Noue  dovone  accepter  la  declaration  sinobro  dee  puissancoe 
invltatee  relative  h  I9  usage  qul  sera  vraieenblablement  fait 
du  pouvoir  extraordinaire  qul  leur  a  £te  alnel  confer^,  et 
oomme  I1  a  dlt  mon  pr^ddcaeeeur  h  la  tribune,  HHonorablo  D^16gu 
du  P^rou,  11  y  a  Id  un  pouvolr  qul  ne  devra  pae  6tre  manle 
sans  profondo  reflexion  et  qul  no  devra  pas  6tre 
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tyrannlquonent*  O'est  on  r£allt£  une  mission  saorle  qufaooep- 
tent  les  nations  h  qui  oe  pouv^ir  eat  onnf£r£*  O'eet  la  seule 
fa9on  d,1  assurer  la  paix  du  monde,  nous  dlsent  les  grandee 
Pulssanoos,  naie  n^us  ne  pouvons  pae  mettre  oe  pouvolr  a  la 
disposition  de  oes  pays  sur  la  base  dlun  vote  d'une  raajorlte 
des  deux-tiere  ou  dee  trols-quarts.  Oe  qu'il  faut,  nous  dlsent 
les  olnq  puissances,  interee  sees,  o'est  que  leurs  foroes  et 
leurs  ressouroes  solent  mlses  i,  la  disposition  de  I1  Organisa- 
tion seuleaent  si  oes  olnq  puissances  sont  d1  accord. 

Qu'arrlverait-il  si  un  pays  oonsidlrl  oonme  noralement 
ooupable  d1  oppression  en  venalt  &  d£fler  I1  Organisation 
elle-meme? 


Eh  blen,  on  nous  rlpond  franobement  que  le  oas  est 
probable*  Mais,  si  dfaventure  11  se  produisait,  oela  voudralt 
dire  que  I1  Organisation  ne  pour  rait  plus  oontinuer,  que  le 
Oonsell  de  s£ourite  s'effondrerait.  L'avenir  de  lv  Organisation 
depend,  en  effet,  tout  entler  Ae  la  fa9on  dont  les  grandee 
puissances  exerceront  oette  lourde  responsabillte.  Oe  n'est 
pae  une  question  de  Oharte,  oe  n'eet  pas  une  question  d<eorlt, 
o'est  la  declaration  verbale  que  oes  puissances  nous  ont  falte 
de  toute  bonne  fol  et  Je  orols  que  nous  pouvons  volr  dans 
oette  declaration  la  garantie  que  le  pouvolr  que  nous  leur 
oonferons  maintenant  ne  sera  pas  mal  utilis£* 

Je  ne  orols  pas  que  I1  on  alt  exagtfr£  les  effete  possibles 
du  droit  de  veto  et  Je  ne  orols  pas  qu(on  pulsse  dire  que 
oe  droit  est  comparable  auX  dispositions  analogues  que  con- 
tlent  la  Constitution  des  Btats-Unis  dfAm£rlque.  En  tout  oas, 
la  declaration  dflndepebdanoe  des  Etats-Unls  a  oonstitue 
une  des  grandee  foroes  du  monde.  Les  signataires  de  oette 
declaration  reprtfsentalent  diff^rentes  raoes  mals  11  avait  un 
interOt  oommun.  ils  repr^  sen  talent  un  seul  pays,  et  oes  si- 
gnataires ont  decide  alore  que  la  Constitution  pouvait  6tre 
anend^e  auz  deux-tiers  des  volx  et  en  sulvant  une  oertaine  pro- 
ordure  •  lol  les  amendements  h  la  Ohcrte  ont  exig£  I'unanimlte 
des  oinq  puissances  oar,  en  effet,  oe  qui  est  possible  pour  un 
peuple  homog&ne,  n'est  pas  neoessairement  applicable  au  monde 
entler*  II  a  fallu  adopter  un  autre  systime^ 

Je  vous  demande  done  de  blen  vouloir  aoqorder  It  tous  oeuz 
qui  ont  luttl  pour  oette  question,  la  consideration  qu'ils  me- 
rltent«  Ils  ont  soutenu  la  lutte  JuequKau  moment  oti  main- 
tenir  I1  opposition  eut  6t6  equivalent  h  mettre  en  danger  des 
ohoees  representant  une  importance  beauooup  plus  grande  enoore 
que  oelles  qu'on  disoutait  et,  par  consequent,  un  vote  a  eu  lieu* 

In  oonsidrfrant  les  autres  parties  de  la  Chart  e.  tout  oe  qui 
a  traite  aux  questions  loonomlques  et  sooiales,  tout  oe  qui  a 
traite  aux  mandate  collect  if  s,  au  pr^ambule,  Je  orols  que  person* 
ne  ne  dlra  qu!ll  ne  fallal  t  pas  signer  la  Charts  paroe  qufelle 
oomportalt  un  veto*  Je  reoonnais  que  oe  veto  est  reel* 
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male  11  est  petit  si  on  le  compare  &  toutee  lea  poeeibi- 

merveilleueee  quo  nous  donne  la  nouvelle  Organisation* 


II  y  a  dr.ne  la  Oharte  dea  mots  magnlflques  qulv 
expriment  dee  sentiments  eplendidee,  et  ol  I1  ont  chercho^ 

partie  de  oette  r&gle  ou  de  toute  autre  regie  inser^e 


drns  la  Charte  pour  detrulre  tout  ce  qui  a  6t£  fait,  naturel- 
lement  les  resultrts  eeront  tres  mnuv.ila,  nmls  si  1'on  n'honore 
pas  les  engagements  prls  en  slgnant  la  Charte.  tous  ces  mots 
magnlflques  dont  Je  viens  de  parler  seront  prives  de  tout  sens. 

Au  lieu  drStre  une  force  morale  pour  les  Nations  a 
l^.venir,  au  lieu  df  engage^  les  nations  sur  la  vole  de  la  pnix, 
de  la  s6ourit£  et  du  progres  eoonomlque  et  social,  les  mots  de 
la  Oharte  ne  devirndront  plus  oue  de  verltnbles  platitudes  p£~ 
trifl£es.  Par  contre,  el  la  Oharte  est  honor^e  dnns  son  est>rit 
o^mme  dans  so  lettre,  on  yerra  shuffler  un  esprit  genereux  qul 
menera  le  monde  vers  une  ero  meilleure. 

LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  I1  inter- 
pretation en  francos):  La  parole  eat  n  Mr  Ilamaswaml  Mudaliar, 
delegu6  des  Indes:  dernier 


M.  MUDALTAR  (pnrlant  pn  anglnie;  texte  de  1'lnter- 
pr^tatlon^en  fxanfpjs):  Massieu/s.  V  itabllssement  du  document 
d^nt  a  6te  charge  n^-re  rnpp^rtebr  etait  une  taohe  difficile 


et  quelle  quo  soib  in  perf  joti^n  M  to  laquelle  11  sjen  soi 
aoqultte,  11  est  t^uic  de  memp  certain  qu'll  n'a  p^ie  reussi 


donner  une  image  abs->lument  connote  de  I1  atmosphere  dans  la- 
quelle se  sont  der^uloR  les  debats.  Et  o!est  pour  ^olair^ir 
d*une  fa9on  parfalte  lr,  p^siti^n  aufa  prise^ma  pr^re  d^legat 
et  un  grand  n^mbre  d!autresf  q^e  J'ai  tenu  a  me  presenter  au- 
Jourd'hul  dcvant  cetto  asseraMee. 

La  question  a  ete  etudlee  en  deux  etapes.  La  premiere 
oonoerne  I1  application  de  la  formule  de  Yalta  sur  toutes  les 
mesures  de  coeroition,  Et  n^us  civons  entendu  lee  grandes  Puis- 
sanceo  nous  declarer  cue  1'  acceptation  de  oette  formule  de  Yalta 
etait  la  condition  eseentielje  et  sine  quo  n^ne  sel^n  laquelle 
pouvait  se  c^nstruire  n-^tre  organisation.  Au  o^urs  de  oette 
premiere'  etape,  f.e  Dr*  Evatt,  notamment,  avalt  essay!  de  savoir 
Jusqu;&  quel  point  la  stipulation  de  la  formule  de  Yalta  en  oe 
qul  conoerne  le  vote  unanlme  des  cinq  Puissances  a  siege  perma- 
nent allais  s^ettndre  sur  le  doraolne  de  la  Section  A  du  Chapltre 
VIII,  Q!e3t-a-dire  eur  ce  qul  a  6tl  appele  au  oours  du  d£bat 
la  mesure  de  conciliation. 

NOUS  arrlvons  maintenant  k  la  deuxieme  ^tape  de  la 
discussion.  0!est  lorsque  n^us  avons  abord6  la  Question  de 
savoir  si;  en  offet,  oes  stipulations  de  Yalta  allaient  s'appll- 
quer  k  la  section  A,  qulun  echange  de  vues  et  de  notes  alnsl 
que  de  n^nbreuses  discussions  *nt  P.U  lleu^  A  la  suite  des 
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decisions  prieee  par  un  sous~onmit£,  un  quest  l^nnalrfi  a 
adress£  aux  quatre  Puleeanoes  Invltrntes  et  k  la  FmncPt  NOUS 
avons  repu  une  r£ponse  g^nerale  dont  Je  dois  dire,  d'ailleurs, 
en  toute  honnfetetfe,  qu'elle  ne  Batisf*>it  p«s  la  Ifcgitirae  ou- 
riosite  le  oertalnes  delegations  sur  plijsieurs  points.  ^11  !<>ur 
apparaissalt  fc  la  suite  de  oette  mgme  reponse,  que.  1&  egolement, 
les  grindes  Puissances  c^nslderalent  que  le  malntien%de  >.a 
female  de  Yalta  et  Ifunaniralt6  des  cinq  puissances  a  sieges 
permanent  s  deraeuralent  une  o^nditl^n  essentielle  de  la  Charte 
et  de  I1  Organisation. 

Et  raaintennnt  quelle  est  li  situation  que  n~-us 
av>ns  prise  nous-niiimes  devant  le  sort  qui  n^us  eto.it  ainol  fait? 
Au  premier  abord,  n^us  avnns  rec^nnu  que  la  f-^rraule  de  Yalta  qui 
s^appllquerait  aux  mesures  de  o^ercition,  o!est-li-dire  aux 
sanctions  mllltaires,  diplomatlques  et  ^conqmiques,  ^neoessitalt, 
dans  l!6tat  actual  du  ra^nde,  le  oonc^urs  des  vol^ntes  des  cinq 
grandes  Pulsoanoee.  O'est  un  fait  avec  lequel  n^us  n^us  sommes 
des  le  debut. 


En  effet,   n~us  av^s  era  pouv>lr  adraettre  que  1'Or- 
ganisati^n  que  n^UB^nvi^na  c?€eo  e*alt  une  Crgnnlstiti^n  Jeune, 
qui  n'avait  encore  etabli  ni  6a  ae:h^de  de  travnll  ni  ses  pro- 
pijes  princlpes;   e\;  q-jl,   11  etait  niceosaire,  pendant  une  oertaiije 
de  gnfantlr  ?i  ceux  qui  avf.ient  assume  la  responsablllte 


I1 existence • 


Mals;  en  ra&me  tenpe,  n^us  entendl^ns  que  oette 
billt^  seralt  reduite  dans  le  temps,  N*ue  av^ne  cru  qu:a  un 
moment  dnnn6  dlE^ns  dix  ane  par  e^emple  —  la  possibility  seroit 
donnie,  a  ouppoeer  que  la  muvelie  Organisation  ait  affirme  sa 
propre  vitallt^  et  la  perfection  de  ses  propres  m^thodes,  de 
revenlr  k  une  autre 


G!est  alors  que  e!eet  d6iv>ul£e  la  bataille  dee 
amenderaents^  qui  B^SU  poy^suivie  t^ut  au  moins  au  seln  d'un 
autre  Comite*.  Et  n^us  avons  pose  la  question  de  sav^lr  si;  au 
moment  ou  des  amendements  oonsUtutinnnels  k  la  Charte  seraient 
preeentes,  11  s'en  sulvrait  qj-ie.  Ik  ^galement,  la  rfegle  de  la 
majorlte  plus  exaotement  la  recie  de  I'unanimlte.  —  oe  que  J 
pelleral  la  rfegle  du  veto  ~~  sTappliquerait  aussi  aux  amende- 
ments, 

Ofest  d.^ns  l!espoir  qu'in  nous  apportera^  sur  oe 
ohapitre  de  nos  reveadlcatl^na;  la  satisfaction  que  nous  deman~ 
dons,  que  la  delegation  IncUenne  a  <mis  son  vote* 
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Plus  tard  la  batallle  dee  amendemente  a1  eat  engagee 
dans  une  autre  Oommlaei^n,  N*»u«  av^na  £tl,  n-oia  a^mmea  f">r~ 
oee  d'admettre.  qu!a  oe  moment  encore,  l1eepAlr  avait  ete 
dlpu,  que  la  regie  de  ^unanlmltS  dea  oinq  Pulaeanoee  o*nti- 
nueralt  &  s1  applique  r  et  que,  Juaqu'k  n^uvel  *>rdre.  11  ne 
eeralt  pae  piaaible,%  eauf  o^naentement  dee  oinq,  d'npp^rter  dee 
amendements  de  f^nd  a  la  Chart  e. 

Je  aaia  que,  de  la  part  de  la  d^llgati^n  am£rioalne, 
n"»ue  avona  £tl  1'^bjet  d'une  oertalne  gentllleaae.  On  mua  a 


fait  une  o^noeaei^n  eelon  laquelle,  au  b^ut  de  dix  ana 
garfintlaanlt  que  la  rSvlei^n  de  la  Oharte  p^urralt  8tre  enviaagle* 
Mala  11  eat  bien  entendu  que.  m$me  dana  oe  oae,  I1  interdiction 
de  t^ute  r^vial^n  p^urrait  8tre  pr^n^no^e  par  1'exeroioe  du  droit 

de 


TI^UB  en  a^mrnea*  O^at  un.  f  ait  auquel  n^ua  ne 
pouv-»na  paa  6ohapper.  N^ua  av^ne  pr^eont^  de  n^inbreux  amande- 
menta,  n->u8  av^na  6te  battue.  N^ue  enviaage^ne  oette  defaite, 
Je  tiena  a  le  dire,  anna  la  nnindre  nmertume  paroe  que  n-nia 
orny^ne  qufil  a'^tabllra  finalement  ce  que  n^ua  ft4alr^na  t^ua 
v^lr  rSaliaer.  N^ua  lla/llniett^ne  pnrce  que,  gr^jidea  «^u  petltee 
puiasancea,  un  dr^lt  n^us  a  6te  d6nll:  oelui  de  voir  en  l^ve- 
nlr;  et  nnua  lfatoett^ne  eno^re  parce  qu'en  deplt  de  t^ua  lea 
defauta  aulelle  pnuvnlt  prfieenter.  I'a^pti^n  de  la  Oharte.  telle 
qu!elle  etalt,  Stait  de  loin  preferable  xa  1T  absence  de  t^ute 
eepeoe  dr  organisation  qui  n  "ua  aVait  ^te  iup^aee  o^mme  eeule 
alternative  • 


Jfal  dlt  que  n^ua  ne  p^uvi^na  pae  v>ir  en 
Je  orola  en  effet  que  le  futur  n-^us  eohappe  et  que  le  eort  dee 
peuplee  aera  m^ul6  dans  ea  forme  par  une  Pr^vi±enoet 

JYal  entendu  avefi  j^ie,  oe  matin,  M.  le  S6nateur  Oonnally 
parler  de  la  Providence  •  Certalna  nnt  demande  que  le  mot  de 
Providence  ne  figur&t  paa  dwe  la  Oharte.  ie  or^le,  m^i,  k  la 
Pr  ^vldenoe  •  Je  oroie  que  le  sort  dea  hrmaea  eat  de  termini  par 
une  puissance  aup£rieure;  que  o'eet  oette  Providence  qui  mua 
a  r^unla  ioi  et  que  ofeet  Mile  qui  n^ua  a  permia  d^tablir  le 
d^oaiment  que  noue  vnie  preaentona 


Lea  mouline  de  Dieu  aavent  mouOre  lentement,  mala  aveo 
une  extreme  fineeae,  et  lentement  lea  deeaeina  de  la  Providence 
ae  re  all  sent. 

O'eet  dans  oet  eaprit  et  aveo  oet  eap*ir  que,  o^nfianta 
dana  lfhumanlte,  n^ua  av^na  prla  I1  attitude  nue  J'ai  d^finie. 
dana  la  o^nflanoe  abe^lue  qu'un  J^ur  p^urra  ee  reunir  le  Parie- 
ment  du  m^nde  et  le  g^uvernement  00  tmitee  lea  nations  de  la 
terre.  (Applaudiaeementa)^ 
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LE  PRESIDENT:  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  do  I1  inter  pr  Sta- 
tion en  f  ratals):  Y  a-t-il  dfautres  observations  sur  la 
Section  0? 

Porsonne  ne  demande  la  parole  ? 

Je  oonsld&re  done  qu'il  n'yupas  d'objeotion  &  I'r.dop- 
tlon  de  la  Section  0  du  rapport.  J1  invite  M.  lo  Rapporteur 
b.  donner  malntenant  lecture  de  la  Section  D. 

'LE  RAPPORTEUR  (M*  Castro,  le  Salvador,  parlant  en  anglais; 
texte  du  rapport  en  fran$ais)  : 

SECTION  D_  DU  C  HA  PI  THE  VI 

Le  Comlt£  III  /I  a  comment  I'examen  et  la  discussion  do 
la  Section  D,  Ohapltre  VI.  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 
le  22  mai  1945!  &  sa  douzi&me  stance, 

Le  premier  paregraphe  de  la  Section  D,  Chapltre  VI  est 
alnsj.  oon$u: 

SECTION  D.  Procedure 

1.  Le  Ooneeil  de  s£ourlt£  dovrait  6tre  organist  de  ma~ 
nlbre  h  pouvoir  fonctlonner  de  fa9on  cmtinue,  et  chaque 
Etat  mombre  du  Oonsoil  do  S^ourite  devrnit  avoir  une 
representation  permanent  e  au  eibge  de  1'Organlsation* 
II  pour  rait  so  r^unir  en  tele  autres  lieux  qu!il  Jugo- 
rait  les  plus  propres  h  faoilitor  sa  tftoho.  DOS  reunions 
auxquelles  ohaque  Etat  membre  du  Ooneeil  do  S^curite 
pourrait,  s(il  le  d^slralt,  se  falre  re^r^sentor  par  un 
mombre  du  gouvernement  ou  un  autro  rcprcscntant  special, 
devraient  avoir  lieu  p^rlodlquement  • 


II  n'a  ^t^  propos^  h  oe  paragrapho  qu'un  amondement 
fes  lequel  le  Oonseil  de  S^ourite  dovrait  so  r£unir  tous 
les  trols  mols.  L1  observation  o  6t6  faito  ^domont  que  le 
texte  du  Paragraphs  1  de  la  Section  D  olt£  oi-deeeue  n^luoido 
pas  les  doutos  quant  a  la  continuity  des  reunions  du  Oonseil 
de  Securite,  ou  it  leur 


Apr^s  une  br^ve  discussion  BUT  oes  questions,  le  texte 
original  du  paragraphs  a  ete  adoptd  sans  ohangomont.  Uno 
question  par  lo  D^lcgu^  de  la  Norvdge  oonoernant  la  redaction 
de  la  deuxibme  phrase  de  oe  mdme  paragraph*  1  a  £tl  renvoyoe 
au  Qomite  de  Redaction. 

Le  deuxi&me  paragraphe  ,de  la  Section  D,  Ohapitro  VI,  dee 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oak**  est  rddlge  comme  cult: 
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£•   Le  Oonseil  de  Seourlte  devralt  av-ir  lo  pouvoir 
dflnstltuor  Ice  organisnes  ou  offices  qu'il  Juge 
n^oossairos  A  lf  accompli  ssomont  do  see  fonotlons.  £ 
QQBprls  dee  flous~oomlt6s  raglonaux  &&  Oomltd  d'Etat- 


Un  soul  am  en  dement  &  oe  poragrapho  a  4t6  propos£  par  les 
quatre  pulssonoes  InvltcJiteSj  vlsont  &  eupprimor  la  derni&ro 
pcrtie  du  paragraphs.  &  savnir:  "y  oomprls  dos  Bous-o^mlt^s 
regionaux  du  Comlt^  d'Btat-MaJort*   Got  amendomont  a  6t6 
adopt  e« 

Lo  troisibme  paragraphs  de  la  Bootl^n  D,  Ohapitre  VI, 
est  alnsi  oon9ui 

3»  Le  Oonseil  de  s£ourlt£  dovralt  adopter  see  propros 
regies  de  procedure,  y  oonprls  la  ^aniaro  do  otr-ielr  son 
President  . 

Auoun  omendoment  n'a  £t4  pr^sent^  au  sujot  do  oo  pora- 
graphe;  en  oonsrfquenoe,  lors  du  vote,,  lo  paragraphs  a  6t6 
adopt  e  sans  modlfloatlont 

Le  texte  du  paragraphs  4  de  la  Section  D,  Chapltre  VI, 
est  lo  sulvant: 

4»  Tout  aembre  de  I1  Organisation  devralt  partlolper  L 
la  discussion  de  toute  question  eoumlee  au  Oonseil  ds 
8(5ourltd,  ohaque  fols  que  lo  Oonseil  do  S^ourlt^  Jugo  que 
les  Int^rOts  de  oe  menbre  do  I1  Organisation  se  trouvent 
partloull&rement  affeotrfs* 

Lo  texts  du  paragraphs  sulvant,  h  savolr  le  paragraphs 
5,  Section  D,  Chapltre  VI  Aes  Propositions  de  Dumbo  r  ton  Oaks, 
est  lo  sulvonti 


6*  Tout  membro  de  I1  Organisation  qul  n'ost  pas 
sonto  au  O^nssll  de  Sdourlts  et  tout  Etat  non-aembre  de 
I1  Organisation,  s'll  est  airtle  h  un  <Uff£rond  oxamlns 
par  Id  Oonseil  de  B^curlts,  devralt  dtre  Invlt^  &  par- 
tlolper  h  la  discussion  ayant  trait  a  oe  dlfferond* 

SI  Jfal  roprodult  sucoesslvonont  les  para^raphos  4  ot  5, 
ofest  paroo  qua  tous  deux  tr^ltont  des  oas  dons  lesqusls  uns 
participation  temporal  re  dfun  Etct  non-membro  du  Oonssll  ost 
permlse  dons  les  discussions  de  celul-ol* 

Les  omendoments  sounls  i  I'examen  du  Oomlt^  au  sujot  des 
paragraphes  4  et  5  -de  la  Section  0  oomprsnnent  les  propositions 
sulvantes  i 
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a)  Reoonnaltre  aux  parties  2k.  un  diff6rend.  un  statut 
oorrespondant  egal,  oorreepondant  h  oolul  das 
membros  tltulalres  du  Cbnseil  de  S^curlte; 

b)  Invitor  tout  membre  des  Nations  Uniee  non  repr^sente 
au  Oonsell  de  s£ourit£  &  envoyer  un  roprtfeentont 
pour  singer1  oomme  .mpmbre  du  Conseil  pendant  les  do- 
lib^rations  sur  des  questions  touohant  los  inter&ts 
da  oe  membre: 

o)  A  J  outer  au  paragraphs  5  la  phrase  suivante!  "Dane 
le  oas  d'un  Etat  nori-membre,  le  Conseil  de  Seourito 
flxera  les  conditions  qu'il  es  timer  a  Justee  pour  la 
participation  de  oet  Btat.* 

d)  Inviter  tout  Etat,  membre  ou  non-membre  des  Nations 
Uniee,  &  envoyer  un  repr£sentant  pour  sieger  oommo 
membre  du  Conseil  de  S^ourite  pendant  I'exarnen  d'un 
differend  interessant  I1  Etat  en  question; 

e)  Inviter  par  e  ill  erne  nt  tout  Etat,  alors  m&rae  qu'll 
ne  s  oral  t  pas  partie  au  differend,  chrxque  fois  que 
led  decisions  qui  pourraient  6tre  prises  au  sujet 
de  oo  differend  affeoteraient  sea  IntdrSts; 

f)  Matt  re  toutee  les  parties  &  un  difflrend  eur  un  pL**.d 


g)  Reoonnaitre  qu'il  euffira,  pour  ^t&blir  que 
I1  occasion  doit  6tre  fournie  2l  un  membre  de 
I1  Organisation  de  partioiper  aux  deliberations  du 
Qonseil  do  seourlt^  sur  dee  questions  touohnnt  sp6- 
oialement  Irs  Interfite  dudit  membre,  d1  avoir  les 
opinions  concordant  es  de  deux  meinbres  du  Oonseil 
et  du  membre  interesse  de  I1  Organisation; 

h)  Adopter  la  mftm*  disposition  pour  les  oas  pr^vus 
au  paragraphs  6  de  la  flection  D*  Ohapitre  VI; 

i)  Stipuler  qu'une  ninorlt^  iploiale  de  membre  s 

suffira  pour  permettre  i  un  Etat  dont  les  int^rtts 
sont  en  cause  dans  une  question,  de  prendre  part 
aux  deliberations  sur  Irdlte  quest!  m  au  Oonseil 
de  Seourite,  s^ins  avoir  le  dr^it  de  vote; 

J)  Stipuler  qu'un  Etat  non  rupr£eent£  au  Oonseil  de 
Seourite  et  qui  est  partie  &  un  dlff£rend  devra 
avoir  le  droit  de  participer,  sans  clrolt  de  vote^ 
aux  deliberations  du  Oonseil  relatives  &  oe  differend; 


5342 


213 

k)   Stlpuler  que  lee  parties  &  un  dlff^rend,  quells 
soient  ou  non  membres  du  Chnecil  de  Securite,  de- 
vront  ttrc  sur  un  pled  dfe(;alittJ  quant  aux  de- 
liberations  et  quant  au  dr^lt  de  vote. 

L'amendcment  propos£  comme  ^addition  au  paragraphe  5  et 
que  J'ai  cita  h  la  lettre  o)  a  ot£  present  par  lee  qut-.tro 
puissances  Invltantes  et  10  C^mlt/  III/l  I1  a  adopt£  et  inoor- 
pore  audit  para^raphe  pour  servlr  de  base  de  discussion. 


Par  la  suite,  cette  ^adtfltlon  a  £t<S  adoptee  deflnitiveuent  par 
le  Conit£;  en  consequence,  le  para^raphe  5,  Section  L,  tcl 
qu1!!  a  6t6  approuve  prr  le  Oomlte  est  alnsl  con9u: 

5*   Tout  menjbre  de  I1  Organisation  qul  n'est  pas  re- 
preacnte  au  C°nsell  de  Sccurlte  et  t">ut  Etat  non 
membre  de  I1  Organisation,  s1!!  ost  partle  K  un 
differ  end  examine  pa?  le  Oonsell  de  Sccurlte, 
devrait  6tre  invite  a  j^rticipcr  ?*  la  discussion 


ayant  trait  k.  ce  dlf r&rend.  Dans  lo  cae  df  un 
Etat  non-r>onbrof  le  Oonsell  de  9c-ourlt6  etli'u: 


:ulera 


lv  s  oorcilvlons  qu*  J.L  v^stlmera  devoir  formuler  a/ 
la  cavtlcl^atlon  de  cc^t 


Quelques-uns  d^s  autres  araendenionts  aux  deux 
phes  4  et  5  de  la  Section  D  ont  et^T  renvoy^s  pour  etude  et 
discussion  au  Soue-conltl^III/i/D.  Un  certain  nombre  de  ces 
omendements  ont^^te  retiree.  Un  seul  anendement,  rdsum^  & 
1'alinea  l!kn  ^reeente  par  le  CJanada,  a  fait  1'objet  d'un 
vote  du  Oomite  TIT/i;  11  a  6'i6  rejet^  par  19  volx  contre  10» 
Get  anendenent  fkiaait  ciussi  ^at  dfjs  idees  exprlra^es  par 
les  D6legu6s  des  Pays-Bas  et  du  Liberia.  Le  O^nlte  a  adopte 
le  texte  du  paragraphe  4  de  la  Secti^ij  D  sans  nodlf  ication*  Le 
texte  du  Paragraphe  5,  tel  qu'll  a  ete  approuv^  par  le  Oomite, 
reprodultt 


La  Section  D,  Chajitre  VI,-  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks,  telle  qu^lle  a  ^t^  d^finltivcnent  adoptee  par  le  Oomite 
III/l  fst  ainsi  con9ue: 

flcptlon  £.  Procedure 

!•   Le  Oonsell  de  8ecuriti5  drvrc.it  6tre  organist 
de  manl&re  h  pouvolr  fonctlonner  de  fa$on  continue, 
et  ohaque  Etat  membre  du  C^neeil  de  Seourit£  devrait 
av^ir  une  representation  permanonte  au  sl&ge  de 
I1  Organisation.  II  ^pourrait  se  r^unlr  en  tels  autres 
lleux  qu'il  Ju/^eralt  l^s  plus  proj:res  Ji  faoiliter  sa 
tfiche.  Des  reunions  auxquelles  ohaque  Etat  membre 
du  Oonsell  de  s£curit£  pourrelt,  s'il  le  dcslrait,  se 
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f  airo  Vopr^senter  par  un  nembre  du  Kouvernement  ou  un 
antre  reprlsentant  special,  devralent  av~.ir  lieu  p0- 
rlodlquement. 

2*   Le  Chnsell  de  s£curit£  clevralt  avoir  le  pouylr 
d'lnetituer  les  organlsmes  ou  offloea  qu'il  Juge 
necossalres  a  I1 accompli Beement  dc  BOB  fonotlone. 

3.  Le  Conaell  de  S^ourlt^  devrait  adopter  see  pro- 
pros  r&glee  de  procedure,  y  oomprle  la  manl&re  rle 
oholelr  son  Pr£si<?ent. 

4.  T^ut  neiabre  de  1!  Organisation  devrr.lt  partlclper 
h  la  discussion  de  toute  question  eoumlse  au^Consell 
de  S^ourlt^i  chaaue  fols  que  le  Gonsell  de  Scour ite 
Juge  que  les  Intor^ts  de  oe  membre  de  I1 Organisation 
qc  trouvent  pcrtloullbrement  affect^s\ 

5.  T^ut  membre  de  lf Organisation  qul  n'est  pas  re- 
pr^sont^  au  Consell  de  Seourlt^  et  tout  Etat  non-membre 
rle  I1  Organisation,  sfll  est  partlo  i  un  dlff^rend 
oxamin£  par  le  C^nsell  de  Sccurlt^,  devrait  6tre  In- 
vite a  ^artlclper  h,  la  discussion  ayant  trait  S  ce 
dlff(?rcnd»  Dc\ns  le  oas  d'un  Etat  n^n-inembre,  le 
Consell  de  Securlt^  stlpulera  li-e  conditions  qu!  11 
cstlmcra  devoir  formuLer  i  la  participation  de  cet 
Etat, 
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LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anfflals;  texte  de  1'lnter- 
^n  en  fr^npale):  Quelqu!un  demande-t-il  la  parole  eur 
la  eectl~n  D  du  Chapltre  VI,  d*nt  M.  le  Rapporteur  vl^nt  de 
lecture?*.. 


Je  mete  oe  texte  aux 
(La  flection  D  du  Chapltre  VI  eat  adoptee), 


Le  point  syjvant  du  ragp^r^  c^ncerne  les  rapports  du 
de  SeouHtea  I'Aeeemblee  G-enerale. 

Je  donne  la  parole  au  Rapporteur  pour  Id.  lecture  de  cette 
pajrtie  de  eon  rapport. 

Le  Rapporteur  (parlant  en  anglale;  texte  du  rapport  en 
franoals): 

Le  C^mite  do  Direction  avalt  refere  au  C^ralt£  III/l 
deux  queetl^na  Imp^rtantea.  L!une  d'ellea  avilt  trait  k  la 
e^umieel^n  de  r«pp^rte  par  le  C^naell  ^e  Securlt^  a  l^eaera- 
bile  aSnlrale.  Le  S^us-C'MnltS  III/1/O  fut  etabll  fana  le  but 
df£tudler  cettc  qucatlon  en  c^naultnti-^n  ayec  le  B-nia-C^nilt^ 
omnp^tent  du  O^mlte  11/2^  Lo  reaultnt  1.e  l^ur  trfivn.ll  fut 
une  n-mvelle  rS^actl^n  ^u  paragrnphe  8,  Section  B,  Chapltre  V, 
qul  fut  ad*pt£e  par  le  C^mlt6  II/2  nvec  ^.e  leg^rea  mMifica- 
tl^nat  Ce  texte  dej>i  ra^dlii6  fut  a^unla  au  C^mlt^  III/l  ac- 
c"»rapagn^  d!une  Interpretation  ^6j>t  a".opt^e  par  le^Comlte  II/2* 
Aprea  exrmen  le  Coralte  III/l  ndoptn.  >  une  raajorltp  de  34  voix 
le  texte  du  paragraphe  8,  Section  B,  Chanltre  V,  et  nueal  I1  In- 
terpretation de  ce  rafene  paragrnphe  apr.r^uve  par  le  C^mlte  II/2. 
Le  texte  du  n^uveau  parngraphe  8  apprnuv£  par  le  C^ralt^  III/l 
eat  reprodult  cl-rleeaoua: 

H8.  II  appartlent  a  l^aaemblee  G^ner^le  de  recevolr 
et^d1  examiner  dea  rapporta  annuela  et  Aee  rapp^rta 
epeolfeux  ^nanant  riu  Conaell  de  Securltej  oea  rapporta 
devront  rendre  compte  dea  meaurea  acl^pteea  ou  appll- 
qulee  par  le  C^naell  de  S6cunt6f  p^ur  le  malntlen  de 
la  palx  et  la  a6curit£  Internationale  a. 

II  appartlent  k  I'Aeaemblee  G^n^rale  de  recevolr 
et  d1  examiner  lee  rapporta  eraanant  d1  nutria  ^rganlamea 
de  l^rganiaatlon.11 

L1  Interpretation  aulvante  de  ce  paragraphe  a  ete  admlee 
par  le  Oomlte: 


*Le  paragraphe  8  ne  Unite  ftucunementj  lea  pouv^ira  de 
l!A88emDleef  tela  qu?ll8  eont  exposes  aux  paragr^phes 
1  et  6,  et  par  consequent.  Inraoue  lfAeserabl£e  CJen^rale 
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examine  lee  rapports  du  Cnnseil  de  s£ourit6,  elle 
peut  exercer  Ics  pouv^irs  de  discussion  et  de  re- 
oommandatlon  £n"»nces  dans  ces  paragraphes** 

LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  1!  in- 
terpretation en  fran9ris):  Quelqu!un  deraande-t-11  la  parole 
eur  cette  partle  du  rapport?  ,  t. 

Je  mets  oe  texte  aux 
(Ce  texte  eet  adopte.) 


Le  ipint  euivant  du  rnpport  c^nonrne  l 
du  Secretaire  General*  O'e  d^nne  la  parole  au  Rapporteur  p*»ur  9 
la  lecture  de  cette  prj?tle  de  enn  rapport. 

LE  RAPPORTEUR  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  du  rapport 
en  fran9als)s 

La  eec^nie  oueetl^n  Importante  referee  par  le 
Coralte  de  DArectl^n  au  C"mlt6  1*5  1/1  cn^erno  ^l^lectinn  du  / 
Secretaire  General  »  Le  C"»iiiite  eoaJi  x^ut  epeclalement  charge 
d1  examiner  les  II^B;  i;Par  un  vo-ce  a'flrmatlf  de  sept  nerabres11 
qui  apparaiesent  au  ^aragraf'he  4,  £3ctlo;i  B,  Cnapitre  V  des 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  O^ip.  paragraphe  approve  par  le 
Comlte  II/l,  le  25  oit3  1945o 

Le  Oomlte  III/l  ayant  d^Ja  adopte  le  texte  original 
de  la  Section  C,  Cbapitre  VI  dea  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks; 
tel  quTil  a  £te  c^mrjlete  ^  la  Conference  de  Orimle,  il  n!a  pas 
serable  neoeesaire  d'  adapter  des  dispositions  spSclales  visr.nt 
I1  intervention  du  f^neeil  de  Seourltg  dans  Il6lection  du  pe~ 
oretaire  &eneral  q.:l  devrait  $;,re  effectufee  conf  ^rmement  a  la 
Section  0,  pour  ce  qui  est  da  role  du  C^nsell  de  sScurite. 
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LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  I1 Interpreta- 
tion en  francais):  Quelqu'un  demande-t-il  la  parole  ear  cette 
par tie  du  rapport?. . . * 

Je  mete  ce  texte  aux  volx. 
(Oo  texte  eet  adopt 6) 

LE  RAPPORTEUR  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  Irinterpr6ta- 
tion  en  fran^aie):  Aveo  oette  question  ee  t ermine  le  rapport 
que  J'ai  eu  1'honneur  de  soumettre  fe,  lfAesembiee. 

LE  PRESIDENT  (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  I1 interpreta- 
tion  en  franpals):  Me e dames,  Messieurs,  vous  vencz  d' entendre 
le  rapport  de  notre  Rapporteur  du  Comite  3  de  la  premiere 
Commission. 

Je  saisls  cette  occasion  pour  reme^cler  encore  une  fole 
les  membres  du  bureau  pour  le  travail  tout  h  frit  remrrquable 
qu'ils  ont  accompli  dans  cette  6tude  dee  matieres  importr.ntes 
soumlses  a  1'examen  du  premier  Cornice. 

Monsieur  le  President  de  ce  Conlt6,  M.  Soflanopoulos , 
Minletre  des  Affrirec  Etrangbrea  de  iJrfeco,  a  demrndfe  la  parole 
pour  line  court e  d6citM7.tlon. 

M.  SOFIANOPOUL03  (prrlant  en  anglr.le;  ttxte  de  1! inter- 
pr£tatlon  en  franoalp);  HeBPleure,  j:ri  conscience  du  grand 
honneur  qul  mfa  6t6  cbnf^r6  -  et  au-delh  de  moi-meme  a  mon 
pays  -  et  J'ai  cru  bien  f ;  ire  en  aycnt  toujours  pr^serit  b, 
I1 esprit  en  accompllasant  mon  devoir,  les  seuls  int^rets  de  la 
Conference  et  son^suocfes.  J'al  eru  qu£  ce  double  but^.  ix  la 
longue,  pourralt  ecrt  rsBumo  aux  interets  prrticuliers  des 
peuples  que  nous  '»pffcso:t5or>s  ici  qui  oat  euivi  avcc  D.a  plus 
grande  attention  (et  a  certrins  moments  aveo  une  veritable 
anxi6t6)  le  dSvelopoeraent  de  notre  Conference. 

Notre  Coult6  plus  que  tout  autre  est  pass6  par  des 
dlfflcult^e  et  a  connu  des  heures  de  crlee.  Mr.ls  nul  ne  sfest 
tromp6  sur  le  fait  que  oette  <crlse  -  ou  cette  nenaoe  df6oheo  - 
ait  6t6  d6ternin6e  prr  un  nrnque  de  conf lance  a  la  fois  des 
grandes  puissances  dans  les  petltes  et  c^ee  petltes  puissances 
dans  les  grrndes,  mangue  de  conf  lance  du  h  un  siens  exag6r£  du 
natlonallsne  d^veloppe  par  les  souffrcnees,  les  Injustices  et 
les  pertee  cruellee  eublee  au  cours  de  cette  guerre.  Un  des 
suooes  de  cette  Conference  a  6t6  de  surnonter  des  difflcult^s 
et  en  ^aptlculler  cola  a  6t£  Aune  viotolre  pour  notre  Coinlt6 
dont  les  menbres  ont  6t£  h  neme  de  d£nontrer,  dans  dee  ciroons- 
tanoes  qul  parfols  dtaient  difflclles,  qu!ll  6talt  rieolu  fe 
poureuivre,  dans  la  palx  et  pour  le  nalntlen  de  cette  palx,  une 
cooperation  qul  a  ete  renforc6e  prr  la  perte  de  sang  et  wr  lee 
sacrifices  oomnuns. 
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Gee  paroles  ont  une  signification  particulifere  quand  elles 
sont  prononc^es  par  le  President  de  la  D6l£gation  d'un  pays  qul, 
tel  quo  la  Qreoe,  r  connu  la  Joie  de  repoueeer  lee  agresaeurs 
fasciBtes  et  de  contribucr  b,  lr,  vlctolre  oomnune,  mr.le  qul  a 
£galeiaent  connu  toute  I'r.inertume  d'une  occupation  cruelle  qui  a 
£pulee  ees  rcseourcee. 

NOUB  sonnee  venus  iol  rvec  le  but  de  nettre  la  guerre 
hore  la  loi.  Nous  avone,  petit s  et  grands,  eu  dee  opiniona 
differences,  et  nouB  avonfl  eu  fc.  eurnonter  de  grandes  difficult^ 
qul  nous  ont  conduits,  d£l6gu6a  dee  petltes  et  des  noyennee 
puissances,  fc  conprendre  pourquol  les  grandes  pulBsanoee  nous 
le  c'enandalent  et  >i  rctlrer  certains  anendenents;  cela  pour 
dee  notlfs  qui  ^tr.ient  tout  h  fait  honorables  et  dignes  de  tout 
respect. 

Les  graauuB  puissances  nous  ont  invite  fc.  avoir  conf lance 
en  elles  et  nous  rurlons  ranqu6  de  bonne  grace  si  nous  la  leur 
rvlons  refugee. 

Aujourd'hul  nous  rchevons  notre  tache  dans  une  atnosphbre 
de  cjnf lance  et  clUntentq.  ^utuelle.  N'aur Ions-nous  rlen  fait 
d'autre,  nous  pourrions  et  ,»e  flers  du  rdsultat  obtenu,  nous 
avons  pos5  les  fondatlona  c^'une  nouvelle  organisation  Interna- 
tionale, '  -"   '  '  -  -   "-  " 

oeuvre 

par  la  .  .  . 

terons  plus  tr.rd  les  opinions  qui  ont  ^te  enises  et  inscrites 

cifnB  c^es  paragraphes  est  blen  plus  important  encore  que  le  texte 

lul-nene. 

Ne  nous  y  tronpone  pr.s,  oe  n(est  que  1 'esprit  qul  peut 
falre  ae  notre  Cloarte  un  Instrunent  de  paix  et  de  concordS  en 
rend&nt  possible  l'6tabllssflnent  d!une  Jurisprudence  Bouple, 
Hb6rrJ.e  et  saine. 

M.  LE  PRESIDENT:  Jtt  vouo  reneroie,  Monsieur  Sof lanopouloe, 

Au  cours  d'une  stance  pr6c6dente,  le  Conlt6  HI/3  a  rendu 
conpte  de  I'achfevenent  de  ses  travaux,  h  I'exception  des  textes 
du  Chapltre  XII  qui  Be  referent  r.ux  question^  des  arrangeuente 
trr.nsltolres*   Le  Conlt£  ost  loalntenant  h  nene  de  sounettre  son 
rrpport  K  la  Oonr.lssion. 

J'ai  1'honneur  de  VOUB  pr6senter,  li  nouveau,  le  Pr6$ident 
du  Conlt6  3,  M.  Opnllo  Ponce  Enrlquez,  Mlnlstre  cies  Affaires 
Sltrrngbres  de  l^Equateur,  le  Rapporteur,  Son  Excellence 
M.  Joseph  Prul-Boncour,  ^nclen  president  du  Consell  de  la 
R6publlque  franprlse,  et  le  B^orStalre,  M.  Willlan  T.  R*  Pox. 
J1 invite  ces  personnallt^s  h  prendre  place  b  la  tribune  et 
Je  salsie  cette  occasion  pour  ^es  remercier,  une  fole  encore, 
pour  le  renarquablo  travail  qu  ellee  ont  aooompli'. 


5542 


-20- 


219 

La  parole  est  h  M.  Joseph  Paul-Bono  our  pour  donner  lec- 
ture de  eon  rapport. 

LE  RAPPORTEUR  (M.  Paul-Bono  our)  :  Monsieur  le  President, 
Mesdanes,  nee  chers  oollbgues: 

Le  0  omit  6  3  de  la  trolsifeme  Commission  r.vr.lt  re<?u  pour 
mandrt,  outre  1'examen  dee  textee  flu  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  B, 
qul  ont  frit  1'objet  ft'un  pr6c6dent  rapport  dont  voue  r.vez  blen 
voulu  approuver  lee  conclusions,  1'exanen  c.ee  textee  du  Chr.pltre 
XII,  relatlf  aux  dispositions  trrneitolree.  Gee  textee,  sounls 
rux  d6llb6rrtlons  du  Conit£  3  le  30  Mai,  n'fxyant  pu  Jusqt-Jalors 
trouver  de  redaction  sr.tlsfr.lsante,  o?est  par  un  soucl  clf6viter 
tout  retard  Inutile  que  Je  vous  al  pr£sente  3e  12  Juln  non 
rapporteur  le  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  B,  portion  oapitale  de 
notre  taohe  pulsqu'elle  conoernalt  lr  assistance  cllitr.lre  en  cr.s 
dfagreeftion. 


Le  Chapltre  XII  trrlte*  slnpleoent  ries  nesures 
b,  assurer  la  palx  et  la  s^ourit^  pendant  to  ,p£r  lode  Int6rlcaire, 
pr^c^Cant  le  nonent  oU  le  Conseil  de  Sdcurlt£  pourra  en  r.ssu- 
mer  1  entifere  response  bllit6. 

Un  petit  nonbre  d'rnencements  rv^.lent  6t6  proposes  h 
1'exanen  ciu  Conit£  3. 

Un  rjaenfenent  f  ranpr  is  visalt  b.  ndjoindre  lr.  France  r.ux 
quatre  puissances  signat^ires  ce  la  Declaration  de  Moscou 
auxquelles  le  Chr.pltre  XII  prfivolt  c"e  confler  la  lourde  responsa 
bllit6  drns  lr.  p^riofle  qul  noue  occupe. 

Get  rraenc'enent  r.  6t6  eur  la  proposition  de  M.  le  S^nateur 
Connrlly,  adopt  ^  pr.r  rcclrnatlons  r.u  Conlt6  3;  le  nouvenu  texte 
qui  vous  est  proiDOs£  conporte  clone: 

MJUes  Etats  parties  h  la  c^fclrrrtion  des  Quatre  Nations 
sign^e  it  Mosoou  le  30  Oct^bre  1943  et  la  France  .  .  .  .tt 

Dans  I1  ensemble,  les  autree  pro  Jets  d'anendenent  visaient 
plus  fe  la  clarification  ("u  texte  du"  Chapltre  XII  qu'li  des 
modifications  de  substance.  Deux  cl'entre  eux  cepenr'ant  firent 
I1  ob  Jet  d'un  court  d^bat. 

La  d^l^flration  chlllenne  avait  pr^seftt^  l^nendeinent  sul- 
vant  : 

nLoreque,  solt  en  vertu  des  ^rragraphes  1  et  2,  solt 
pour  r^pondre  axix  exigences  fe  la  situation,  11  y  rurn  lieu  de 
prendre  des  dispositions  trf.nsltolree,  celles-cl  ne  c'evront  pas 
constltuer  un  pr6c6dent  <^o  hature  k  porter  prfijudioe  aux  clrolts 
des  Etate  nenbres  de  1  'Organisation11. 
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Aprfee  discussion,  la  D6  16  gat  ion  chillenne  a  accept^  de 
retlrer  son  amendement,  k  condition  que  mention  en  eoit  faite 
Cans  le  rapport  du  Rapporteur. 

Un  amendenent  mexloaln  tendalt  h  falre  du  Chap  it  re  XII 
I1  ob  Jet  ol'un  protooole  distinct  de  la  Chart  e.  Plueleurs  D6l6gci- 
tions  ee  eont  opposfiee  fe  oette  notification,  en  faisant  valoir 
que  les  dippoeitlons  trans  itoires  eont  un  premier  pas  vers  la 
prlx  et  trouvent  leur  place  naturelle  dane  une  Oharte  conpue 
dans  un  esprit  r  Sails  te,  et  I'ruaendement  raexioain  a  6t6  repous- 
&6  par  20  volx  oontre  2. 

Le  Chap  it  re  XII  a  £t£  diecut6  h  deux  reprises  par  le 
Oomit6  3.   Une  prenlfere  e£rle  de  discussions  eveet  terzalnde, 
le  ler  Juln,  par  le  re  Jet  flu  texte  original  c'u  oaragraphe  1, 
par  un  vote  de  21  h  9.  Un  texte  nouveau  a  6t6  pr£eent6,  trbe 
tardlvenent  ,  par  la  d6l6gr.tion  ru  Rovaurae-Unl  ,  au  non  dee  Olnq 
puissances,  amor^ant  rlnsl  une  deuxlene  e6rie  de  discussions. 


Les  Delegations  nravaient  pas  nis  en  cToute  la 
c'urant  lap^rlode  int^rlnalre,  A 'une  responsabilit£  collective 
des  Cinq  Puissances  qul  dScoule  fee  charges  qu'ellee  ont  as  BUI 
au  cours  des  hostlllt^s.  Male  -lu si ours  delegations,  et  en 
partlculier  la  D6l£gation  (".u  Canada,  auralent  fait  observer  que 
le  -ooragrr.phe  1  aocorc'.eralt  aux  Cinq  Puissances  une  autoritfi 
teiaporalre  pour  une  p6riode  qul  pourrrlt  etre  trfes  longue, 
et  que  oette  r.utorlt6  6t<  it  sp6clf l6e  seulement  par  les  termes 
"action  oounune  au  non  de  I1  Organisation11 .  Elles  ont  done 
demand^  que  le  ^rrrgrrphe  1  precise  davantoge  les  pouvolrs  aooor- 
d6s  aux  Cinq  Puissances  dans  la  p^riode  inter inaire,  en  part leu- 
Her  en  oe  qul  conoerne  la  responsablllt^  du  rbglement  paclfique 
des  confllts  rux  ternee  de  la  Section  A  du  Chapltre  VIII,  et  le 
point  de  srvolr  quels  records  sp6claux  ievront  entrer  en  vlgueur 
avant  que  le  Coneeil  de  Bt'curit^  assume  sa  ^leine  reeponeabilit6, 

Apr^s  trois  stances  CL' efforts  Infruotueux  du  Couit£  et 
dfun  sous-Coal t^  de  Reaction  pour  6olalrclr  et  pr^clser  le 
paragraphe  1,  un  nouveau  texte"  avait  done  ^t^  pr6sent6  au  non 
("ee  Cinq  Pulspanoes. 

Ce  nouveau  texte  est  le  culvantt 

*En  attendant  Ifentr6e  en  vigueur  de  oeux  dee  accords 
sp6olaux  nentlonn6s  au  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraphe  5, 
aui.  de  l(r,vle  £u  Coneeil  de  S^curlte  lul  permettent  de  _e.pno.e.n- 
oer  ^  aesuaer  eos  responsaHlites  en  ponf ornitS  ftveo  Te  para- 
graphe 4  Ae  la  Section  B  du  Qhanltre  VIII /  lePEtats  parties  li 
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claration  dee  4  Natione  eignte  h  Moscou  le  30  octobre  1943 


et  la  France  ee  oonsulteront,  conf ornament  aux  dispositions  du 
paragraphe  5  *e  oette  declaration,  centre  eux  et  e1!!  y  a  lieu 
aveo  d*autree  nonbres  de  I1 Organisation  en  vue  ^e  telle  action 
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commune  au  non  de  I1  Organisation,  qui  pourrrit  etre  n6ceesrlre 
au  oalntien  de  la  pcilx  et  c".e  la  s£ourlt£  Internationales.11 

Plueleurs  D6l6gr,tione,  et  en  pr.rtlculler  lee  Delegations 
du  Canada,  r^Egyrte  et  cle  Belglque,  ont  demand^  aux  Delegatio 
pr^eentant  lranendenent  une  (declaration  expllquant  la  port6e 
cles  note  "action  connune  au  non  cle  lf  Organisation11  . 

Le  D6l£gu£  flu  Royaune-Uni  a  fait  observer  qu'll  6tr.lt 
impossible  cle  d6flnlr  une  telle  notion,  ;>uisque  lee  pouvolrs 
'nu  Consell  de  86ourlt6  Iront  en  se  develop  >r.nt  par  £tr.pes,  au 
fur  et  h  neeure  que  dee  forces  eeront  nlsee  h,  ea  cTleposltlon 
prr  suite. 


Le  Ddl6gu6  tfes  Etats-Unle,  rne  eon  cot6  ,  a  ^re^ls^  que  le 
sens  cles  nots  "action  commune11  ^rut  S'-ne  difficult^  etre  d6cLult 
de  la  nreialbre  partle  r'u  .)r,rrgrr,phe,  qul  se  reffere  r^ux  accords 
sp^olaux  nentlonn^s  nu  chr/rltre  8,  section  B.  5.  II  en  r^sulte 
que  le  Oonsell  de  S£curit6  exerceralt  Cks  le  cl^but  see  responsa- 
blllt^s  except^  "rns  les  fonctlone  clont  I'exerclce  est  suspendu 
h  la  conclusion  i'es  r.ccor^s  Si^clrux  1.nc.lqu6s  plus  haut  .  De 
plus,  les  pouvolrs  conf6r<5B  >nr  la  Chrrte  r.  un  organe  de 
I1  Organisation  entrent  Imn^c'.l^teraent  en  vlgueur  fe  mains  qu'll 
solt  express6nient  s  >eclf  16  ^u  contralre. 

Le  rapporteur  a  conflrnfi  lr  Interpretation  6vidente  donn^e 
par  le  D6l6gue  c'es  Etats-Unle. 


Le  D6l6gu6  de  lrEgypte  a  ex:-rla^  le  regret  que  les  eid- 
olons du^Consell  cle  S£  our  It  6,  pour  le  Chapltre  XII,  paragraphe  1, 
cuesent  etre  prises  selon  le  prlnclpe  de  Irunanlnlt6  c'es  nenbres 
pcrmanents  du  Consell  de  8£curlt6. 

Le  texte  propos^*,  nls  aux  volx,  a  6t6  adopt^  par  29  volx, 
contrc  z6ro. 

La  D^ldgfitlon  grcoque  avr.lt  propos^  un  anendenent  ayant 
pour  objet  c^lntordlre  aux  Etats  ennenls  dans  cette  guerre  le 
recours  au  Consell  de  Sdcurlt6  ou  h  lfAssenbl6e,  Jusqu1^  I1  entree 
en  vlgueur  des  trr.lt6s  nettant  fin  h  la  guerre,  et  le  Comlt6  2 
de  la  3?  Commission  avelt  d6cid6,  prr  34  volx  a  z6ro,  de  r6f6rer 
oet  rnendenent  au  Conlt6  3,  tout  en  cldclarcant  en  approuver  le 
prlnclpe  dt-ns  la  nesure  oU  11  srr.pplique  b,  la  Section  A  du 
Ohapltre  VIII. 


modification  du  texte,  et  blen  que  Ice 

qul  ont  pris  la  parole  aient  exprlm^  leur  accord  sur  le  fond 
de  la  proposition,  le  Comlt6  a  repouss^  prr  17  volx  tt  6  I1  inser- 
tion dr.ns  la  ChrTte  de  lr  anendenent  helldnique. 
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Mais,  sur  lr  proposition  du  Deiegu6  des  Etate^Unle,  le 
CoLilte  *.  vote  a  I'unani'Jlte  I1  insert  ion  au  rapport  du  texfe 
sulvant;  NI1  eat  entendu  que  lee  etats  ennenle  dans  oetto 
guerre  n'auront  pas  le  tfrolt  c-e  recourir  au  Oonseil  de  3$ourit6 
ou  k  I'Assenbiee  O^n^ralo  avrnt  que  le  OoneAil  de  S6curit6  leur 
cionne  ce  drolt11  . 

Le  Paragraphe  2  du  Ohapitre  XII  nfavalt  pu  etre  clisoute 
h  l^poqvie  oil  le  Comite  avait  entrepris  la  discussion  du  para- 
graphe 1  clans  sa  forme  ori^inale  et  avalt  rejete  oelul-ci. 
Oepenclant,  des  crltlaues  avaient  dbs  oe  moment  6t6  formulae  en 
ce  qui  conoerne  la  redaction,  en  particulier  le  fait  qu!il  ne 
sp^cifio  1^.8  paad^nl}  quelle  pfitiode  de  temps  cette  disposition 
trans  itolre  dolt  etre  en  vlgueur.  9 

Par  la  suite,  le  paragraphe  2  ayant  6t6  pr^sent^  a  nouveau 
au  Conlt6  dans  sa  forme  orlglnale,  de  nouvellee  'critiques  furent 
pr^sent^es,  en  -oarticuller  par  les  Delegations  du  Canada,  de 
I'Austrolie,  de  la  Belglque  et  de  la  Nouvelle  Z^lande,  touchant 
certains  points  eepontlels  insufflsannent  •or^cle^s  c'ans  le  texte. 


Le  D^l^gue  du  Royaune-Unl  a  donn6  sur  ces  points  les 
explications  sulvantes: 

1.  Les  Etats  ennemis  sont  ceux  qui,  ru  Jour  de  la  signa- 
ture de  la  dhrrtc,  sont  en  6tat  de  guerre  avec  1'une  queloonque 
des  ttatlons  Unles. 

2.  La  pr^sente  guerro  indique  la  guerre  ou  la  s6rle 

de  guerres  qui  or*t  cour.ienc6  le,  ou  depuls  le.  3  Beptembre  1939 
et  qui  sont  encore  *n  cours. 

3.  Lee  "mesures  arises  ou  autorls6ee"  ("action  taken  or 
authorized11).  II  seralt  difficile  de  limiter  ces  rneeuree,  ooome 
l(a  ^ropos^  le  d6l6gu6  de  1'Auetralle,  b.  oelles  d6cld6ee  dans 

un  armistice,  un  tralte  de  ^aix,  ou  une  declaration  connune  comma 
la  Declaration  de  Moscou,  oar  la  responsabillte  vis^e  au  para- 
graphe 2  peut  Incomber  It  un  6  tat  qui  n'est  ^artie  k  auoun  de 
ces  actes. 

Quatio  au  sens  precis  de  I1  express  ion  H  me  e  ores  prises  ou 
autorisees11,  le  D6iegud  du  Ro'yaune-Uni  a  d6olri*e  qu'b,  son  avis 
la,  distinction  est  falte  entre  les  me  sure  s  ^positives"  et 
"negatiyes",  ofe8t-^dlre  entre  lee  meeures  prises  fe  1'^gard 
des  Etats  ennemis  par  lea  gouvernezaenta  responsables  cle  oaa 
meeurea,  et  les  mesuree  que  oea  gouvernements  responsables  ont 
autoriee  drautraa  k  prendre. 

Le  Oonlte  a  Jug^  impossible  aa  fixer  un  terme  h  la 
p^rlode  pendant  JLaqualle  ?ourraient  atra  prises  lea  meaurea  pr6- 
vues  au  Ohapitre  XII*  Mala  I'eapolr.a  eta  generalaoant  exprlme 
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que  le  densely  de  B£ourlt£  pourralt  exercer  sa  pielne  response.- 
billt6  r.ussltot  que  possible. 

Le  texte  flu  paragraphs  2  a  6t6,  r.prbs  ces  explications, 
mis  aux  volx  flans  sa  forme  orlpinale.  II  a  it6  adopt6  par 
22  voix  k  2. 

Pour  termln^r.  un  additif  au  <->i?6o6dent  rapport  approuv£ 
le  12  Juin, 

Dane  sa  s6ance  du  19  Juin,  le  CoaltS  3,  k  la  requete  clu 
D£l£gu£  de  la  France,  soutenue  ^ar  le  D'jl£gu6  du  P^rou,  qui 
avalt  present 6  pvlolablement  lfanendenent,  a  propo*£  au  rapport 
la  precision  suivante: 

Le  rapport  6 turtle,  k  la  page  15  du  texte  Tranpals,  la 
constitution  c?u  ConltS  f  'Etat-MaJor.  II  fait  6tat  r*e  I1  existence 
de  wBous-Oonit^s  r^glonaux  d'Etat-MaJor J  et  declare:  wLe  Coait£ 
a,  en  outre,  r.cjpie  que  ces  soue-comit^e  r^gionaux  d'Etat-MaJor 
ne  pourralent  etre  instltu^s  oufa;>rfe3  consultation  des  organ! 8 me e 
r^gionaux  int^ress^s" .  Le  Del£gu8  de.  Ir.  France  a  clenandfi  srll 


6talt  blen  clone  lf  intention  de  l-i  Ccaailtelon  de  laieser  cependant 
au  Oonlt^  d^tat-Mtijor  .la  Aioia'.on  finaJe  dans  I1  Institution  de 
ces  sous-conltds.  D'un  afsentJr«enc  unarlme  le  Comit^  srest 
prononc^  en  ce  sens,  et  Je  viene  dono  renettre  h  votre  decision 
I1  Inclusion  au  rapport  que  vous  avez  d^jli  a^rouvi  d  une  phrase 
li  cet  effet.  Le  texce  eeralt  riono  le  euivant: 

MLe  Oonlt4  a,  en  outre,  aclnls  que  cee  Sou6-Cornlt6s 
r^gionaux  d'Etat-MaJor  ne  pouri^alent  etr-5  instltu^s  qu  apres 
consultation  cles  orp-anlsnes  r$glonaux.in^6resses.  Le  gopj t6 
£ f  Etat-MaJor ,  r^iaarnt  aver  3.  'autorlsati^n  du  Cons  elf  de  B?curlt6 
aurait  apr^s  une  _5eJLl_i  consultation  3  a  AttoisTon  finale  aans 
I1 Institution  de 
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LE  PRESIDENT   (parlant  en  anglais;   texte  de  I1 Interpre- 
tation en  franpais);  Je  renercie   le  Rapt^rJeijr^DOur  eon 
pe.     ^e  texte  anglais  du  Rapport  ayant'deja  ete  dlstribue, 
le  President  sug^ere  que  1'on  ne  donne  pas. lecture  de  oe  texte 
anglalw,comme  on  I1  a  fait  plusleure  fols  t>our  le  textg  fran- 

?ais  dans  des  ci^constanoes  analogues.     Personrje  n§  reolaraant 
a  lecture  du  texte  anglais,    11  en  est  alnsl  decide. 

Deux  delegues  ont  demande  Ja  oarole  sur  cette  parti e  du 
rapport  et  Je  la  donne  d!abord  a  8.  E.  Ambai,  Minis tre  de  la 
Justice  de  I'Ethiopie* 

M.   ATpAMBAI  WOLD-JCARJAM-J     Monsieur  le   President,   Hono- 
rables  delegyues,   Je  tlens  a  orendre  la  parole  oendantv  que^- 
ques  instants  afin  d!apx>orte£  oertaines  observations  a  l!egard 
du  rapport  de  no tre  distingue  Rapporteur,   Son  Excellence  Mon- 
sieur Paul-Bone our, 

Le  texte  du  T>aragraohe  2  du  Chap  1  tre  XII  de  la  Charte 
est  alnsl   conpu: 

HAucune  disposition  de  la  Charge  ne  deyrait  falre  obs- 
tacle aux  mesures  priee^  ou  autorisees  vis-a-vis  des  Etats 
ennenils  et  comrae  suite  a  la  present  e  puerre,   par  les  Oouver- 
nements  responsables  de  oes  mesures*11 

Au  oours  de  la  discussion  eur  ce  texte  au  sein  du  Coml- 
te  HI/3  on  avpose  ui^e  deraande  d1  interpretation  de  la  phrase 
Mcomme  suite  a  la  xresente  guerre",  et  un  ^epresentant  d'une 
des  Puissances  Invitantes  a  blen  vaulu  y  repondre  dans  le 
langage  suivant  qui  paralt  dans  le  rar>r>ort  de  Son  Excellence 
Monsieur  Paul-Boncour: 

"La  t>resente  puerre  indique   la  guerre  ou  la  serie  de 
guerres  qul  ontcrnmience  le,    ou  deouls  le,  3  septembre  1939  et 
qul  sont  encore  en  cours.H 

Orf   Je  me  cermets  de  falre  remarquer  aue  I'histolre  des 
evenements  depute  presque  quinze  ans  demontre  la  fllfficulte 
qu'll  y  auralt  a  fixer  une  date  prgoise  Dour  le  commencement 
de  ces  hostilitee  gul  seront  blentot,  nous  1'esoerons  tous, 
oouronnees  de  eucces. 

81  nous  avoBs  ou  nous  reunlr  a  San  Francisco  afln  de  for- 
muler  une  Charte  nour  conserver  la  .naix^ future,   o!est  parcj 
que  des  millions  de  jjeuples  r>artoutsdane  le  monde  ont  verse 
leur  sang^et  leur  tresor  oendant  pres  de  quatorze  an^,   qua- 
torze  annees  de  sacrifices, ^de  souffrances  et  de  ml  seres       , 
indlcibles  pour  que  les  annees  de  I'agresseur  soient  refoulees 
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et  pour  oue  nous,   lesv representante  de  cee  oeuples  h^roiaues  , 
puisslons  travel  Her  a  Jeter  lea  bases  d'une  organisation 
nouvelle  de  eeourlte  collective. 

II  ne  m'appartient  certes  pas  de  parler  au  nom  dee  oeu- 
ples  herolquea  de  la  Chine  ou  de  la  Tchecoalovaguie,   et  Je 
doute,  d'allleurs,   que  meme  les  honorables  re^resentants  de 
ces  pays  puissent  Jama Is  exposer  dans  toute  leur  amoleur  lee 
sacrifices  de  leir*s  peuples.     Je  me  deraande,  cependant, -si 
nous  pouvons,   e^toute  Justice  demander  aux  oeuples  de  la 
Chine,   de  la  Tcheooslovaquie  et  de  ^Ethlople  d' accepter  la 
date  du  3  eepterabre  1939  pour  le  conunencement  de  la  guerre 
etroce  aue  nous  avons  tous  connue.     POU**  CQ  qui  conoerne  mon 
pays,   I!5thl9ple,  11  eufflrait^e  vous  raooeler  que  pendant 
blen  des  annees  nous  avons  raene,   en  meme  temps,  une  guerre  fe- 
roce  centre  la  rmissanoe  de  1'Axe  et  un§  lutt§  inlassable  et 
Indefectible  nour  lee  prlncl^es  de  la  securlte  collective • 
Par  I1  opinion  unanlme  des  Natl9ns  Unles  et  c'e  la  Soclete  des 
Nations ^cette  p^ierre  a  cmmmence  le  ^  octobre  1935  et  el}e  a 
continue,  ^ans  interruntlon,   Jusqy!a  cet  Instant  meme  ou  Je 
m'adre^se  a  vous,  M^Bsleu^s  IPS  Delegues,   et  elle  contlnuera 
Jusqu'a  I'^netant  ou  nous  pt  toutes  les  autres  Nations  Unles 
seront.llberefl.de  la  dernlere  menace  depression  centre  les 
peuplee  eorls  de  I1  Ideal  de  la  Palx. 

J'al,  par  conseauept,  la  conviction  que  nous  ne  devons 
pas  ap-oeler  ces  ^euoles  a  uije  renonclatlon  nuelcpnque  aux 
sacrifices  qul  ont  oonstltue  un  si  grand  amort  a  la  vlctolre 
aul  s'aporoche.     Nous  nf avons  TXIS  le  drolt  fle  la. leur  demander 
plus  que  nous  n1  avons  le  drolt  d!apD£ler  les  t>euples  des 
Etats-Unls  et  d'a^tree  Nations  Unles  a  renoncer  aux  a-worts 
prodlgleux  en  materlaux  de  guerre   et.en  bateaux  effectues 
entre  le  3  septembre  1939  et  le  7  decenbre  1941. 

En  somme,   si  Je  puls  le  dire,   l!Asenible  que^dans  ces 
clroonstanoes.  aucune  date  ne  sauralt  etre  deslgnee  oour  le 
commencement  "de  la  presente  guerre11.  Surest  en  raesure  de 
decl§rer  que  la  presente  guerre  a  commence  le  3  septerabre  1939 
plutot  que  le  18  septembre  1931,   le  3  oot.obre  1935,   le  15 
mars  1939.   le  28  ootobre,1940,   ou  la  Journee  du  S2  Juln  1941f 
lorsque  I'Allemagne  hltlerlenne/slest  Jetee  oontre  la  puis- 
sance mllltalre  de  lf Union  sovletlque,  ou,   enflh,   le  7  decem- 
bre  1941,   "date  qul  vlvra  en  Infamle11? 

C'est  la  ralson  pour  laquelle,  Monsieur  le  Presldant, 

demander  aux  Puissances  Invl^aijtee  el  ellee  se 
oonslderent  en  mesure  de  aupprlmei1  la  reference  au  3  septem- 
bre 1939  blen  que  pette  date  ne  cede  pas  la  place  a  aucune 
autre  par  rapport  a  eon  Importance  dans  I'hlatolre  du  mondef 
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Je  voudrals  eg^lement  leur  demander  $1  ellee  n!acoepterolent 
paa  de  mettre  a  la  place  de  la  darniere  partle  de  la  phraae 
Interpretative. lea  mot*  auivants: 

"...a  la  suite  desquellea  toutea  lea  Nations  Uniea 
ee  trouvent  maintenant  en  etat  de  guerre." 

Je  n1 insist e  ooint  sur^le  langage  exact.     II  me  eufflt 
que  I1 esprit  en  aoit  respect  e, 

• 
LE  PRESIDENT:  La  parole  eat  k  M.   le  Rapporteur. 

iiE  RAPPORTEUR:  Messieurs,   Je  rends  pleinement  hommage 
a  I1 intervention  de  N.   le  Eelegue  de  I'Eth^ople,   aeoon£e 
vlotlme  de  lf entrepriee  fascist e,  la  premiere  ayant  ete  la 
Chine  qul,   depula   quatorze  ans,    ne  I'oubllons  poe,eet  en 
guerre. 


par 
agree- 


M.   le  Delegue  de  1'Ethlopie  a  ralson  de  reller  ce  se- 
cond  acte  dfagreadon  aux/falts  qul  ont  deolenohe  la  guerre 
mondiale.     Nous  avona   ete  en trainee  depuls  des  pnn$es.  pi 
une  serle  de  capitulations  en  face  de  I'agreadon,   a  1'ag; 
sion  finaje  du  molg  d'agut  1939,     Je  me  permets  de*faire 
observer  a^M.   le  Del6gue  de  1'Ethlopie  que  I1 interprets^ 
tlon     dQnnee  aux  mots  Nguerr§  ^re^ente"  est  oelle  qui  result e 
d'une  declaration  de  M.   le  Delegue  du  Royayme-Uni,   et  elle 
me  paraft  tout ~a-f alt  conforme  a  la  reallte.      II  fsut  bien 
fixer  une  date.     II  eet  certain. que  la  guerre  tjreserjte, 
quelles  que  solent  sea  causes  lointaines,   a  comineno^  en  1939 


Je  demande  done  k  M.  le  Dellgue  de  I'Eth^ople,  ap^ea 


I  Pommage  public  aue  Jfai  yendu  a  son  pays  et  a  la  maniere 
dont  celui-ci  a  fait  face  a  I'agressbn"  itallenne,  de  blen 
vouloir  renoncer  a  demander  une  modification  au  texte.  Cette 
modification  ne  c oncer ne^d'al lie urs  pas  le  rappcrt  qui  ae 
sert^des  mots  w guerre  presente11  et  se  contents  de  reprodulre 
la  deolaratlgn  qul,  encore  une  fois,  me  paralt  exaote  de 

M.  le  Delegue  drRoyaume-Uni. 

A  ce  propos,  permettez-^noi  de   signaler  une  erreur  qul 
sVest  glisBee  dons.le  texte  anglais*     Le  texte  f ratals 
porte  ^le19   ou  "depuls  aeptenbre  193911,  Dans  le  texte  anglais, 
on  a  dit  "before" .     Blen  que  Je  ne  oonnaiaae  paa  beaucoup 

II  anglais,    J'eri  sals   oases  t>our  savour     que  le  mot  H before* 
veut  dire  ttavanttf  •     Cfest,   Je  Id  repete,   tt depuls  le       aeptem^ 
bre  1939 H   ou  "dopuis  a6ptembre  1939" . 

Je  prle  le  beoretariat  de  blen  vouloir  rectifier  le 
texte  anglais* 
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LE  PRESIDENT:     La  parole  est  &  M*  Wrong,  delegue  du 
Canada. 

M.  WRONG-    (parlant  en  anglais;  texte  de  l!interpreta^- 
tion  en  franpais):     M,   le  President,   oomme  Je  vous  1'ai  promis, 
Je  serai  extremement  bref  . 

,Je  tiens  a  renflre  hommage  a  M,  le  Rapporteur  P9ur  la 
clor^e  de  son  expose  et  de  sa  peneee,     II  a  n^ntionne  que 
la  Delegation  canadleniB  a  Jou6  un  role  considerable  dans  la 
critique  de  ces  deux  paragraphes.     Les  textes  en  question 
presenteront  en  effe$  une  tres  grande,  Importance  dans  la  pe- 
rl ode  qul  euivra  immediatemen^  I1  entree  en  vigueur  de  la 

dn  llv  ia    r~ 


Charte,  etant  donne  qu^lls^p^evoient  une  exoeption/par 
port  aux  responsabilites  generales  du  Conseil  de  Seourite 
—exception  qui  vise  o^rtalnes  mo  sure  s  neoessaires  pour  le 
maintlen  de  la  Seourite  dans  cette  perlode. 

Il  y  a  liey  d!expllquer  tres  olalrement  que  toutes  lee 
critiques  formule§s  au  oouro  de  la  discussion     ont  reoonnu 
pleinement  qu!ll  etait  neoeflpaire  de  falre  figurer  dans  la  0 
Charte  d^s^dlspoGltionn  c?ans  ce  sens*     Les  critiques  formulees 
par  la  Delegation  oanadj  enne  portalent  sur  la  forme  des  para- 
graphes  et  non  pas  sur  leur  but. 

Apres  un  long  dela?   dont  a  porle  le  Rapporteur,   on  a 
f  inalement  apporte  une  aaoez  grande  amelioration  ou  texte 
du  premier  poragraohe  ^tf  blen  que  nous  ne  oaaslderlons  pas 
que  le  texte  soit  ample  tern  en  t  satisfalsant,  nous  estimons 
que  si  I1  en  en  raDproohe  les  exDli  cations  fournies  dans^le 
rapport,   le  texte  est  raiilntenant  acceptable  et  n'est  guere 
susceptible  d'entrainer  des  mal^ntendus.     Toutefols,   Je  .ije 
saurais  en  dire  aut^nt  du  deuxlene  paragraphe  quj.  a  survecu 
dans  la  forme  premiere  qul  lui  avait   ete  donnee  a  Dumbarton 
Oaks.     Le  texte  est  le   <?ulvant; 

MAucune  disposition  de  la  Ctyarte  ne^devralt  falre  obsta^ 
cle  aux  mesures  prlee^  et  antorlsees  vis-a-vis  des  Etats  en- 
nerals  et  comme  suite  a  la  presante  guerre  par  les  gouvernements 
responsables  de  oes  mesures  lk 

A          II  eej  tout  a  fait  vrai  que  le  byt  de  ce  t>aragraphe  doit 
etre  expr^me  dan  a  la  Chaise  dfune  maniere  queloonque  et  en 
terraes  tres  gerieraux.     Nous  devons,Dar  .exemple,  adopter  un 
texte  qul  -perraet  de  prendre  tout  us  les  mesures  neceasaires  oon- 
tre  le  Japon  pour  la'  condulte  de  la  guerre  et  pour  obtenir  la 
vlotoire  militalre  dans  le  Paclfique.     II  y  a  lieu  de  oouvri^ 
oette  situation  et  toutos  autre?  mil  pourra^ent  se  produire  a 
I'avenlr  et  qul,  par  onn  sequent,  eohappent  a  notre  oonnalssanoe, 
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Je  ne  voudrals  paa  maintenant  eeaayer  de  f^ll^e  uge 
analyse  Igglque  du  veto  du  texte  actuel.     Comme  1'a  dit 
un  Delegue  au  Comlte  h^er.   on  ne  peut  paa  dire ^ que  oe 
soit  une  perle  de  litterature.  d'autrea  Deleguee  y  ayant 
fait  allualoij  jn  terrace  plus  energiquea,  mala  Je  leur  laiase 
le  soin  de  repeter  leura  oritiquea  devant  la  Commission 
a1 lie  le  dealrent. 

/         La  Delegation  oanadlenne   eotlme  que  le  texte  eat  regl- 
ge  d'upe  manlere  aasez  large f   aueaj.  blen  en  oe  qul  ooncerne 
aa/duree  que  sa  p  or  tee,  "T1  une  manlere  plus  large  qu*ll  nfe$t 
ete  necesaalre,  merae  pour  tenlr  compte  dee  situations  Impre- 
vl alble  a  auxquelles  11  a'appllquera". 

II  oonvient  de  falye  aavolr  aux  membrea  de  la  Commis- 
sion que   oe  texte  n'a  ete  d^ajute  qu'ljier,   quj[on  nra  vote 
qu'hler  et  que,   ar^l  avalt  ete  examine  plus  tot,   dans  les 
travaux  de  la  Conference,    on  auralt  pu  redlger  un  texte 
plus  satlpfalsant.     C'est  pourqool  Je  deolre  soull^ner  tout 
partlcullereraent  l!lnteyet  qul  sf attache  aux  explications 
et  interpretations  donneea  dans  le   texte  du  rapport. 

LE  PRESIDENT  (narlant  en  anglais:  texte  de  I1 interpre- 
tation en  franpais):  ^a  oarole  est  au  Colonel  Df  Caoel  Dunn, 
Delegue  de  la  G-rande  Br^tagne, 

M.    CAPEL  DUNN   (oarlant  en  anglais;   texte  de  I1 Inter- 
pretation en  franQais):  Monsieur  le  President,    Je  m1 excuse 
de  pren^re   la  oarole,   mais  a^res   ce  que  noi^s  a  dit  I'Hpno- 
rable  D^legvie  de  I1  Ethiopia,    Je   suls  oblige  de  le  falre  puls- 
qufen  1  espece  c'est  moi  le  coupable. 

Sur  un  t^ee  court  preavis,   J'al  ete  omene  au  cours  de 
la  discussion  a -donner  une  definition  de  lfexDresslon  "la 
guerre  actuelle",   pour  les  fins  du  paragrat)he  2  du  Chapi- 
tre  XII. 

.     9     Apres  avoir  entendu  les  obcervatlona^de  I1 Honorable 
Delegue  de  I'Ethiople,   Je  dole  to^tefois  declarer  tres  net- 
tement  aue,  dano  1' esprit  de  la  Delegation  du  Royaume-Unl 
n'entrait  nulle  intention  de  vouloir  minlmlser  ou  ne  pas  re- 
connaltre^e  magnificjue  effort  de^l'Ethlopie  et  des  autres 
pays  allies  qui  ont   ete  lea  premiered     victlmea  de  1'agrea- 
aion. 

J!eapere  qu'll  aera  poasible  d'aneliorer »la  definition 
loraque  lea -teohniclena  a'en  oocuperont*     Male  11  fa 11 ait 
blen,  pour  la  fin  oratique  de  notre  document  et  de  notre 
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travail,  fixer  une  date  qui  eervlt  de  base  a  I1 article. 

,  ,    £E  PRESIDENT:  La  parole  est  a  M.  Ato  Ambal  Wold-Marlam, 
Delegue  de  1'Ethlople. 

M.  ATO  ^MBAI ^WOLD-MAHIAM :  Je-veux  slmpleraent,reraercier 
I1 Honorable  Delegue  de  la  Grande  Bpetagne  de  sea  declarations, 

LE  PRESIDENT:     La  parole  est  au  delegue  de  I1 Australia. 

M.  WATT  (Parlant  en  anglais  jtjexte  de  I1  Interpretation 
en  fyanpals):  Pour  ne  t>ae  abuser  §ui  temps  de  la  Commission 
Je  deolpreral  slmpleraent  que  Je  d§s^re  que  soit  enregistre 
au  prooes-verbal  le  fait  que  la  Delegation  austral^enne 
s'assoole  aux  paroles  <jui  out  ete  prononcees  tout  a    l!heure 
par  I1 Honorable  Delegue  du  Canada.* 

LE  PRESIDENT:     Quelqufun  demand e-t-il  la  oarole  sur  le 
Chapltre  XII? 

S'll  n!y  a  jas  d'qbjeoti^n, Je^consldere  que  le  Chapl- 
tre XII  est  aaoT>te.     (Aesentiracnt;. 

Nous  avons  termine  la  tache  r)rlnclnale  de  la  Commis- 
sion III,  qul  etait  la  djeoufinion  et  l!adox)tion  <Ju  rapnort 
des  quatre  Comlteo.     Nouc  tiendrono  encore  une  seance"  au 
oours  de  laquelle  nous  trait orons  de  deux  questions:  adop- 
tion du  rapport  de^M,   le  Rao^orteur  de  }a  Commipflion  et 
adoption  du  texte^a  son  r^'tour  du  Coralte  de  Coordination. 
Cette  orochalne  seance  aura  lieu  soit  demain  apres-midl, 
solt  vendredl  matin. 

La  seance  est  levee. 

(La  eeance  eot  levee  a  18  h  40) 


+'  ,Bn  rnlflon  rte  1'h^ure  tardl^i  M,  Evatt  (Auetra- 
11»)  n^a  nap  ou  faird  1*.  declaration  qu'il.  aval 
preparee.  Elle  sera  ineeree  conune  annexe  oa 

*»**    addendum  au  orooes-verbal)  Volr  Annexe. 
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DECLARATION  PRESENTEE  Atf  NOM  DE  LA  DELEGATION 
AUSTRALIENNE  BUR  LE  RAPPORT  DU  COMITE  3  M  LA 
COMMISSION  III  SUR  LE  CHAPITRE  XII  (ARRANGEMENTS 

PROVISOIRSS) 

Le  Gouvernement  aus'Jrallen^est  oonsolent  des  conditions 
except! onnelle s  qul  ont  neceseite  le  Ohax>itre  XII*  B^en  que 
nous  ne  nous  opposlona  pas  a  I1  Inclusion  dene  Chapitre  dans 
la  Charte,  nous  tenons  a  preoiser  noe  vues  wur  le  orojet  ac- 
oeote  par  le  Comlte  III/5, 

Le  premier  paragraohe  da  Chapitre  XII,  tel  que  nous  le 
comorenons,  signifle  que  Jugqu'pu  moment  ou  la  nouvelle  Or- 
ganisation mondiale  sera  r>rete  a  accompli^  la  mission  qul 
lul  incombe,  cle  malijtenlr  la  nalx  et  la  seourite,  lee  quatre 
slgnatalres  de  la  Declaration  de  Mosoou  et  la  France  orendront 
conjoint eraent,  au  nom  de  I1 Organisation,  las  mesures  neoes- 
salres  au^malnt^en  de  la  oaix.  Dans  notre  <*s->rlt,  Ig  Cpn- 
seil  de  Seourlte  indlquera  lul-meme  quand  11  sera  pret  a  as- 
suiner  la  respnnsablllte  du  malntlen  de  la  naix  et  de  Ja*eecu- 
rlte,  Dans  notre  esnrlt  ^galement  I1 action  commune  a  entre- 
nrendre  oar  IPS  grandee  miisaanoee  durant  la  ^erlode^transi- 
t^lre  sera  limltee  aux  fonctions  qul  ne  r>euvent  ^as  etre  as- 
sumees  r>ar  le  Conseil  de  8eourlt£,  tant  que  les,membr§s  d^s 
Nations  Unlos  p'ont  oas  conolu  des  accords  de  securlte  s*">e- 
ciaux  mentlonnes  au  Chapitre  VIII  (B),  ^ragra^he  5,  en  assez 
grand  nombre  r>our  raettre  le  Conseil  de  Securite  en  mesure 
d!apoliq\ier  (Jes  mesures  coercltives.  En  d'autres  termes.  le 
Oonsell  de  Seourite,  et  non  ^as  les  cinq  Pulssancen  mentionnees 
au  Chapitre  XII,  s'acgulttera^du  devoir  primordial  qul  incom- 
be au  Conseil  en  matiere  de  reglement  ^acifique  de  differends. 

Au  sein  du  Comite,  nous  nous  sommes  associes  aux  Dele- 
gations qul  ont  rer>roche  au  paragra|ihe  (1)  du  Chaoitre  XII 
de  ne  pas  exprimgr  clalrement  oe  ^u'on  voulalt  lul  falre  dire; 
nous  persistons  a  pensei*  que  la  redaction  de^ce  p^ragraphe  est 
defectueuse  et  nous  es^erons  qu'e^le  sera  amelioree  avant 
de  passer  dans  Ja  Charte .  Nous^eslrerions,  en  oartiouller, 
que  le  moment  ou  r>rend  fin  la  periode  durant  loquelle  908  ar- 
rangements ,transltoires  seront"applioables  solt  indlquee  aveo 
olue  de  precision. 

Le  paragraohe  2  da  ce  Chapitre,  tel  que  nous  le  com- 
prenons.  s^gnifie  que  certains  gouvernements  auront  la  res- 
poneabliite  soeolale  de  prendre  ou  d'autoriser  des  mesures 
contra  des  E^ats  ennemis  en  consequence  de  19.  guerre  actuelle. 
Nous  eptlmons  qu'une  te^le  reaoonsablllte  enecj.ale  ne  ^eut  de- 
oouler  que  de  trois  categories  d1  instrumental  a  s^avolr  (a)  des 
instruments  dfarml8tloe  ou  de  capitulation,  (b).  dies  traites  de 

5342  -  SB  - 


231 

nalx  ou  (o)  de  la  Declaration  *e  M^ecou,  et  qu'aucune  nation 
ne  neut  nrendre  dee  neeurea  ou  autorlaer  un  autre  Etat  djaglr 
dana  oe  domaine,  aauf  en  vertu  *ea  pouvoira  que  lul  oonferent 
le§dlta  tralt£e  ou  accorda   A  notre  aria,  lee  pouvolra  attri- 
buea  par  ce  paragraphe,  oontralrement  au  ">aragraphe  precedent , 
ne  floht  r>a0  Ilmlt6a  aux  grand es  pulasanoea,  mala  aeront  par- 
t:-gea>  oonformenent  aux  dlepoaltiona.  de  1'aote  qul  aera  ap- 
plicable par  dfautrea  Etata  be llgle rants  nartiea  aux  traltea 
d'armiatioe  ou  de  nal3jt  Ce  -ooint  acqula,  noua  aooentona 
I1  Interpretation  donnee  aux  ternea  HEtata  enneml^11  et  "la 
guerre  acjtuelle11  dana  le  rapport  du  Rapjport eurf  etant  entendu 
que  fltin  etat  de  guerre  "continue  Juaqu^a  la  elgnature  d'un 
tralte  de  palx. 

Nous  adnettona  le  but  general  de  ce  paragraphs,  qul  eat, 
tel  que  noua  Je  oomprenonaf  que  lea  tennea  d'armiatlo^  et  de 
palx  imposes  a  nos  ennemle  eeront  etrioteraent  an^^l^uea;  raala 
Icl  oncore^noue  regrettona  que  oe  but  n(alt  naa  ^te  enonoe 
^e  fa^on  nreclae  et  nr^a  voyona  oertalna  dangera  a  oe  manque 
de  preolalon. 

A    Dana  ea  ipe^aotlon  actuelle,  le  Ohapltre  XII  nourralt 
etre  4-nternrete  oonne  permettant  aux  grandee  oulaeanoea  d'aglr 
commie t^ment  en  riehore  de  I1  Organisation  qu'ellee  ont  oon- 
trlbue  a  oreer  ct  sans  en  rcferer  a  l!un  queloonque  dea 
organea.dea  Nations  Unies.  Dana  dsa  oaa  oartlcullera,  ellea 
ont  la  noaalbilite  d!empeoher  lee  Natlona  Uniea  ^e  a'aoqult- 
ter  de  leura  reg^onsa^llitea  relativea^au  nalntijn  d^  la 
naix  et  de  la  securitc.  et  qua  la  Conference  a  decide  de 
confler  aux  Natlona  Uniea.  En  algnalant  ce  danger,  noua  vou- 
^ylone   o&rqu^r  que  I1 Organ! sat ion  dee  Natlona  Uniee  ne 
reusalra  que  a1!!  est^falt  pleln  usage,  et  de  bonne  foi,  de 
toutee  les  noaaibll^tee  qy'elle  off^e*  En  oe  qui  concerns 
1$  maintion  de  la  35 curl to,  le  suoces  de  I1 Organisation 
^ependra  de  la  cooperation  entre  lea  grandee  Pulaaanoea  au 
aein  de  I1 Organisation*  Gas  Puissances  ont  frequemment 
demand^  aux  autree  nations  ^e  leur  falre  oonf lance*  ^Noue 
ooneiderona  oomme  la  condition  de  oette  oonfiance,  meme^ 
en  tenant  oompte  dea  condition a  except lonnelie a  de  la  ne- 
rlode  transit oire,  que  lea  Grantee  Puissances  aglaaent.  au- 
tout  que  •oosslble,  dana  le  cadre  et  coome  parties  de  lf Orga- 
nisation dea  Natlona  Unles  et,  en  toutea  occasions,  eelon 
I'esnrlt  de  la  Oharte. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organisation  Doo^ii7o(fflOLi8H)» 

June  23,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


REPORT  OF  THE  RAPPORTEUR  OF  COMMISSION  III 
(Celso  R.  Veldzguea*  Paraguay)  TO  THE  PLENARY  SESSION 

The  task  assigned  to  Commission  III  by  the  Conference 
consisted  of  the  preparation  of  draft  provisions  on  four  prin- 
cipal topics  relating  to  the  maintenance  of  International  peace 
and  security.  These  were:  the  structure  and  functioning  of 
the  Security  Council;  the  determination  of  procedures  for  the 
pacific  settlement  or  International  disputes;  the  methods  to  be 
used  by  the  Gnitod  Nations  for  the  enforcement  of  peace  and 
security;  and*  finally*  consideration  of  the  regional  arrange- 
ments which  might  serve  as  a  useful  complement  to  the  central 
Organization*  Each  of  these  topics  was  assigned  to  a  technical 
committee,  the  documentation  consisting  of  the  original  Dumbar- 
ton Oaks  Proposals!  together  with  the  amendments  of  the  sponsor- 
ing governments  and  those  submitted  by  the  various  national 
delegations . 

After  a  total  of  72  meetings*  these  four  Committees  sub- 
mitted the  reports  of  their  respective  Rapporteurs  to  the  Com- 
mission* and  it  Is  a  source  of  gratification  to  be  able  to 
announce  that  thoir  reports*  which  havo  already  been  distributed* 
and  which  are  an  Integral  part  of  this  report*  were  all  approved 
by  the  Commission  without  any  opposing  votes  and  without  ab- 
stentions except  in  a  few  instances.  Though  several  delegations 
explained  to  the  Commission  the  motlvos  which  had  led  them  to 
oppose  the  views  which  had  prevailed  on  certain  points  In  the 
Committees*  thoy  did  not  press  their  opposition  further  by 
seeking  t'o  have  the  Commission  reverse  decisions  already  taken  • 
It  may  be  noted  also  for  tho  purposes  of  the  record  that  no 
amendments  were  offered  In  the  Commission  meetings  either  to 
the  texts  adopted  by  the  Commit toes  or  to  the  Rapporteurs1  re- 
ports thereon •  In  short*  tho  sessions  of  tho  Commission  wore 
characterized  by  a  spirit  of  unity  and  cordiality  which  is  a 
hopeful  augury  for  the  future  of  the  great  Organization  which  we 
hove  labored  to  produce  In  tho  San  Francisco  Conference*  Within 
tho  sessions  of  Commission  III* » the  fifty  nations  were  truly 
united.  Let  us  hope  that  they  will  remain  aol 
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It  is  the  viev  of  the  officers  of  the  Commission  that 
the  decisions  of  these  Committees,  which  have  been  Incorporated 
In  the  relevant  sections  of  the  final  text  of  the  Charter*  con- 
stitute as  a  whole  a  sound  foundation  for  the  future*  They 
represent  an  attempt  to  harmonize  power  with  responsibility, 
recognizing  that  certain  states  must,  by  virtue  of  tholr  im- 
mense strength,  necessarily  bear  n  predominant  share  of  the 
responsibility  for  the  enforcement  of  the  future  peace.  At  the 
same  time,  care  has  been  taken  to  provide  for  the  fullest 
posslblo  participation  of  all  members,  great  and  small,  in  the 
task  of  preventing  or  repressing  future  threats  to  the  peaoo. 
An  attempt  has  boon  mn.de  to  provide  the  maximum  possible  guaran- 
tees of  effectiveness  without  impairing  the  sovereignty  of  the 
members  of  the  Organization. 

Tho  mechanism  and  the  procedural  arrangements  for  the 
protection  of  the  future  poace  c<m  be  summarized  briefly. 
First  of  all,  the  parties  to  any  dispute  which  soums  likely  to 
endanger  international  peace  and  security  obligate  themselves 
to  seek  a  solution  by  the  uso  of  the  most  appropriate  form  of 
procedure  and  by  ref eronce  to  the  most  appropriate  of  the  avail- 
able agencies.  The  security  Council  nay  call  upon  the  parties 
to  carry  out  this  obligation.  It  may  also  on  its  own  initiative 
investigate  any  dispute  or  situation  which  seems  to  foreshadow 
international  friction  or  to  endanger  the  poace.  The  attention 
of  the  Council*  or  that  of  the  Assembly,  may  be  called  to  such 
a  dispute  or  situation  by  any  member  of  the  Organization,  and 
oven  a  non-mombor  stato  may  do  the  same,  if  it  is  Itself  a 
party  to  the  dispute  and  if  it  accepts  in  advance  the  Charter 
obligations  of  pacific  "settlement. 

At  any  stage  in  the  development  of  a  dispute  or  situation, 
the  Security  Council,  taking  into  account  the  pacific  settle- 
ment measures  alroody  adopted  by  tho  parties,  may  recommend 
procedures  of  settlement  or  adjustment.  In  so  doing,  it  is  to 
bear  in  mind  tho  fact  that  justiciable  disputes  would  ordinarily 
be  referred  by  the  parties  to  the  International  Court  of  Justice. 

If  tho  parties  to  a  dispute  fall  to  settle  it  by  the 
pacific  mer-ns  which  they  have  agreed  upon,  they  are  obligated 
to  refer  it  to  the  Security  Council,  and  the  latter, If  it*  con- 
siders that  the  dispute  constitutes  a  threat  to  International 
poaco  and  security,  shall  decide  whether  to  recommend  either 
procedures  or  terms  of  settlement.  Tho  Council  is  also  authorial d, 
if  all  the  parties  to  the  dispute  so  request,  to  make  recom- 
mendations with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  the  dispute; 

It  seems  clear  that  the  enforcement  of  peaoe  and  security 
requires  arrangements  to  ensure  the  speedy  assembling  of  forces 
of  such  magnitude  as  to  deter  or  to  repress  aggression .  The 
general  plan  for  the  application  of  force  adopted  by  the  Commission 
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embodies  a  vide  grant  of  authority  to  the  Security  Council « 
Thus,  it  is  empowered  to  determine  the  existence  of  a  throat  to 
the  peace,  to  decide  in  general  what  measures  shall  be  taken  to 
cope  with  the  danger,  to  adopt  necessary  provisional  measures , 
and  to  call  upon  tho  member  states  of  the  Organization  to  apply 
various  categories  of  measures  not  involving  the  actual  employ- 
ment of  force* 

If  such  measures  are  not  believed  to  be  adequate,  either 
actually  or  in  prospect*  the  Council  is  authorized  to  toko  all 
necessary  steps,  including  the  employment  of  land*  sea  and  air 
forces,  to  deal  with  the  situation »  These  forces  are  to  be 
supplied  by  member  states  on  the  basis  of  special  agreements 
embodying  the  pledges  of  national  contingents,  forces,  and 
facilities.  These  special  agreements  are  to  bo  negotiated  on 
the  initiative  of  tho  Council  and  Vill  be  concluded  between  the 
Council,  on  the  one  hand,  and  states  or  groups  of  states ,  on  the 
other*  All  such  agreements  will  be  subject  to  ratification  by 
the  member  states  involved*  States  not  members  of  the  Council 
are  given  the  assurance  that/  If  they  so  request,  they  will  be 
invited  to  participate  in  tho  decisions  of  tho  Council  in  all 
that  concerns  tho  employment  of  their  contingents*  Special 
provision  is  mnde  for  natlwml  air  force  contingents  to  be 
available  for  speedy  action  in  behalf  of  the  Organization* 

Technical  military  advice  and  assistance  is  to  be  made 
available  to  the  Council  by  *  Military  Staff  Committee  composed 
of  the  Chiefs  of  Staff  of  the  permanent  Council  members ,  with 
whom  will  be  associated  technical  representatives  of  all  othar 
member  states  whose  collaboration  will  be  important  to  a  par- 
ticular enforcement  task.  This  Committee  Is  to  be  responsible 
for  the  strategic  direction  of  all  forces  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Organization*  To  facilitate  its  work*  the  Committee, 
after  consulting  with  regional  agencies,  may  establish  regional 
subcommittees* 

This  general  arrangement  is  reenforced  by  the  obligation 
assumed  by  all  members  to  Join  in  affording  mutual  assistance 
in  carrying  out  all  measures  decided  upon  by  the  Council*  When 
members  encounter  special  economic  problems  as  a  result  .of  thoir 
collaboration  with  the  Council's  enforcement  program*  they  may 
consult  with  the  Council  in  on  effort  to  reach  a  solution • 

To  support  thQ  activities  of  the  central  Organization, 
special  authorization  has  boon  given  for  the  existence  of  regional 
security  arrangements . or  agencies  to  deal  with  all  security 
problems  which  aro  appropriate  for  regional  action*  It  is 
specified,  however,  that  all  suqh  activities  must  be  consistent 
with  the  purposes  and  principles  of  tho  United  Nations  Charter % 
the  general  principle  la  that  members  should  make  every  effort 
to  settle  local  disputes  by  regional  agencies  before  referring 
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them  to  the  Security  Council,  and  the  latter  should  encourage 

the  use  of  these  regional  agencies  by  the  parties.  No  enforce- 
nont  action  is  to  be  undertaken  by  these  regional  agencies 
without  the  authorization  of  the  Security  Council*  but  an  ex- 
ception to  this  rule  hr,s  been  made  vlth  respect  to  measures 
directed  against  the  ex-enemy  states  in  tho  period  before  the 
Council*  at  the  request  of  the  states  concerned*  assumes  full 
responsibility  for  preventing  further  aggression  by  these  ox- 
enemy  states  •  Another  exception  relates  to  action  against  the 
ex-enemy  states  taken  or  authorized  as  e  result  of  the  present 
war  by  the  governments  having  tho  responsibility  therefor.  This* 
too,  will  continue  until  the  Council,  at  the  request  of  these 
governments,  will  toko  over  this  responsibility.  A  final  re- 
quirement is  that  the  Security  Council  is  tc  bo  kept  fully  In- 
formed concerning  all  tho  activities  of  these  regional  agencies. 

This  arrangement  Is  one  wh'rh  alms.  at  making  tho  fullest 
possible  use  of  existing  and  prospective  regional  organizations* 
but  at  the  same  time  it  is  designed  to  forestall  any  essential 
conflict  between  those  organisations  and  the  Security  Council* 
It  is  hoped  that  this  plnn  tnay  go  far  toward  solving  the 
traditional  conflict  between  th«i  requirements  of  an  indivisible 
peace  and  the  fact  that  states  have  traditionally  been  willing 
to  accopt  extensive  security  responsibilities  primarily  in  r-~  -»a 
of  particular  national 


Finally*  to  provide  fully  for  the  concentration  of  respon- 
sibility in  a  small  and  efficient  body*  the  Commission  has 
approved  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  plan  for  a  Security  Council  of  all 
members*  including  permanent  seats  for  the  five  great  powers. 
The  non-permanent  members  are  to  be  chosen  by  the  Assembly*  due 
regard  being  paid*  in  the  first  instance  to  the  contributions 
made  by  members  to  the  maintenance  .of  peace  and  security  and  to 
the  other  purposes  of  the  Organization  *  The  principle  of 
equitable  geographical  distribution  is  also  to  be  considered. 
After  intensive  discussion*  approval  was  given  to  the  voting 
formula  for  the  decisions  of  the  Council  as  adopted  at  the 
Crimea  Conference. 

To  summarize  this  general  scheme  for  future  world  security* 
it  may  be  pointed  out  that  it  is  based  on  the  unanimity  of  the 
great  powers*  which  will  bear  the  brunt  of  future  enforcement 
action*  but  that  no  action  con  be  undertaken  by  them  unless  at 
least  two  of  the  non-permanent  members  of  the  Council  concur 
In  the  proposal.  The  guiding  principle  is  that*  within  a  frame- 
work of  common  obligations  and.  stated  principles*  thf  various 
members  will  assume  those  responsibilities  which  they  are  respec- 
tively best  fitted  to  discharge  in  the  common  cause.  The  future 
alone  con  disclose  whether  we  have  builded  wisely  and  well*  but 
it  is  the  hope  and  the  conviction  of  the  Commission  that  the 
labors  of  its  Committees  will  represent  a  historic  contribution 
to  the  future  peace  of  all  mankind* 
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The  United  Nation*  ConferencB  (EHQLISH: 


on  International  Organization  June  24,  1945 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


CORRIGENDUM  TO  REPORT  OP  THE  RAPPORTEUR 
OP  COMMISSION  III  (CEL30  R.  VELASQUEZ.  PARAGUAY) 

TO  THE  PIENARY  SESSION 
Doc.  1170  (English)  111/13 
June  23, 


Page  2.  paragraph  2,  line  7,  the  vord  "security11  should  be 
capitalized . 

Page  4,  paragraph  3,  the  first  sentence  should  read  as  follows: 

"Finally,  to  provide  fully  for  the  concentration 
of  responsibility  in  a  small  and  efficient  body,  the 
Commission  has  approved  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  plan  for  a 
Security  Council  of  11  members,  including  permanent 
seats  for  the  five  great  powers." 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  Doc.  1204  (ENGLISH) 

on  International  Organization  JSiis!  19*5 


COMMISSION  ffl        Security  Counca 


CORRIGENDUM  TO  THE  REPORT  OP  THE  RAPPORTEUR  OP  COMMISSION  III 
(Celso  R.  Vel^zguez,  Paraguay)  TO  THE  PLENARY  SESSION 
Doc .  1170  (English)  IIT/lj,  June  2£,  l9»5 

Page  4,  paragraph  2,  line  3*  delete  the  following 
words:   "forestall  any  essential  conflict  between  these 
organizations  and  tho  Security  Council."  and  substitute 
the  following  words:   "ensure  the  fullest  harmony  between 
these  organizations  and  tho  Security  Council." 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  in/iS17°  (FBEN°H)f 

on  International  Organization  June  23,1945 


COMMISSION  III       Security  Council 


RAPPORT  DU  RAPPORTEUR  gE  LA  COMMISSION  III  (JJ.  CelBQ 
B«  Velasquez  .Paraguay!  a  la  Stance 


La  tache  attribute  a  la  Commiseion  £EI  par  la  Conference 
oonsistalt  &  r^diger  des  pro  Jets  de  dispositions  traltant  de 
quatre  sujets  prlnclpaux  relatlfs  au  naintlcn  de  la  palx  et 
de  la  s^ourltd  Internationales.  Ces  projets  so  rapport  ilent 
i  lr  organisation  et  au  fonctlonncment  du  Consell  de  S£curlt6j 
h  Iretabll8sement  de  procedures  pour  le  r&glement  paclflque 
des  dlff£rende  internationaux;  aux  m^thodes  a  employer  pnr 
lee  Nations  Unles  pour  le  main  tl  en  de  la  p*lx  et  de  la  s£cu- 
rlt£,  etf  enfin,  h  l!examen  des  accords  r^gionaux  qul  pour- 
ralent  servlr  &  computer  avantageusenent  I'oeuvre  de  I'Or- 
ganlsatl^n  ocntrole.  Ohaoun  de  oes  sujots  fut  oonfl^  ^  un 
oomlt£  technique  qul  avn.it  pour  documentation  lee  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  les  amendenonte  des  gnuv  rnements  invltants 
9t  les  amendenents  souals  par  les  delegations  des  diff^rentes 
nations. 

Aprfes  un  total  de  0olxante~.dou£6  stances,  oes  quatre 
Coalt£e  ont  s^umis  les  rapports  de  leure  Rapporteurs  K  la  Con- 
mission  et  o^st  avec  un  tree  grand  plnlsir  que  Je  puis  annon- 
cer  que  oes  rapports,  qul  ont  d£ja  ^t^  dlstrlbu^s  et  qui  font 
par  tie  integrants  du  present  rapport/  nnt  ^t6  toue  appr^uv^s 
par  la  Commission  sans  opposition  et  sans  abstention,  eauf 
dans  quelques  raree  oas.  Plusieurs  d^lugati  -ns  ont  expllqu^ 
h  la  C^mmisei^n  les  raisons  qul  les  avalent  inclt£es  a  ef^p- 
poser  &  1  'opinion,  qui  pr£dominalt  BUT  certains  points  au  sein 
das  Com!  t^e;  raals  ellee  n!ont  pas  pouss^  leur  opposition  plus 
loin  en  demandant  &  la  Commission  d(annuler  des  d^cisi^ns  qul 
avnient  d^j^  ete  prises  .  On  peut  ^galeiaent  prondre  acte  au  fait 
qu'il  ne  fut  s^unle  aux  stances  de  la  Commission  aucun  amende- 
ment  ni  aux  textes  adoptee  par  les  Oomit^s,  nl  aux  rapports 
des  Rapporteurs.  En  resume,  les  s£anoos  de  la  Commission  fu- 
rent  caraot^rls^es  par  un  esprit  d  'unite  et  de  oordlalite  qul 
est  dfheureux  augure  pour  lfavenir  de  la  granAe  Organisation 
a  la  oreati  n  de  laquelle  nous  avons  tr  aval  lie  pendant  la 

•[Corrigenda  yoir  p.242] 

5394  -L- 


239 

Conference  de  Son  Francis oo,  Au  oours  des  stances  de  la  Om- 
m lesion  III,  lee  olnquante  nations  ^talent  vralment  unles. 
Espdrons  qu'ellee  le  resterontj 

Dane  lf opinion  du  bureau  de  la  Commission,  les  decisions 
de  ces  Comit^s,  qul  sont  inoorpor^es  dans  les  aectlons  appro* 
prices  du  texte  d£flnitlf  de  la  Chart e,  constituent  dans  I1  en- 
semble une  base  sollde  pour  lravenlr.  Elles  representent ^une 
tentative  dfharmonle  entre  le  pouvolr  et  la  respcnsabilite  du 
fait  qufelles  reconnalssent  que  certains  etats,  en  vertu  dc 
leur  force  Immense,  dolvent  necessairement  accepter  une  part 
pr£dominante  de  la  reeponsablllte  pcur  le  malntlen  de  la  paix 
future.  En  memo  temps ,  on  a  prls  soln  drassurer  la  plus  grr.ndc 
participation  possible  de  tous  les  membres,  grnndo  et  petlts, 
a  la  t&che  qul  conelste  h  prevenir  ou  &  r^prlmer  les  menaces 
futures  &  la  palx.  On  a  essay£  d'aesurer  dans  la  plus  large 
me sure  possible  l'efflcaolt£  de  1! Organisation  sane  toutefols 
porter  atteinte  h  la  souvernlnet^  de  ses  membres. 

Nous  pouvons  r^sumer  brifevement  le  mecanisme  et  la  proce- 
dure qua  nous  envlsageons  DOUT  sauvegarder  la  palx  future* 
Tout  dlabord,  les  parties  a  un  differend  qul  semble  susceptible 
de  menacer  la  palx  et  la  s£ourlt£  Internationales  srengagent  a 
cheroher  une  solution  en  employant  la  forme  de  procedure  la 
plus  adequate  et  en  soumettant  leurs  dlf f erends £  I'organlsme 
dlsponlble  le  mleux  appropri^*  Le  Cons ell  de  Bocurite  ^eut 
Invlter  les  parties  h  rempllr  cot  engagement *^  II  peut  egale- 
ment,  de  sa  propre  Initiative,  falre  une  enquete  sur  tout  dlf- 
f^rend  ou  tout^  situation  qul  senble  pr^sager  un  disaccord  In- 
ternational ou  menacer  la  palx*  L1 attention  du  Cons  ell  ou  de 
1'Assembl^o  peut  etre  attlr^e  sur  un  tel  dlfferend  ou  une 
telle  situation  par  tout  membre  de  1! Organisation,  et  uenie  par 
un  Etat  non-merabre,  sril  est  lul-rcemo  partlo  au  dlfferend,  et 
s '11  s1 engage  h  lfavance  h  accepter  les  obligations  de  la  Char- 
te  concernant  le  reglement  paciflque* 

A  tout  moment,  au  cours  du  dfe'veloppement  d!un  dlff^rond 
ou  dfune  situation,  le  Conscll  de  Security,  tenant  compte  des 
mesures  d^J?i  prises  par  les  parties  en  vue  du  reglement  pacl- 
flque,  peut  re commander  des  procedures  de  r&glement  ou  d'ajus- 
tement;  11  dolt  se  rappeler  que  los  dlff^rends  Jurldlques  de- 
vront  normalement  etre  soumls  par  los  parties  h  la  Cour  Inter- 
nationale de  Justice* 

81  les  parties  i  un  dlff&rend  ne  r^uslesent  pas  h  le  rfc- 
gler  par  de0  moyens  paclfiques  dont  11s  sont  oonvenus,  11s 
drlvent  le  soumettre  au  Cons ell  de  S£ourit£,  qul,  s1!!  estlme 
que  le  dlfferend  oonstltue  une  menace  pour  la  palx  et  la  s£- 
ourlte  Intornatlonales,  peut  decider  de  rec^mmander  d'autres 
procedures  ou  conditions  de  rfeglement,  Le  Cons oil  a  ^galenent 
le  pouvolr,  si  toutes  les  parties  i  un  dlfferend  le  deunndent, 
de  falx»e  des  recommandntions  en  vue*  du  r&gloment  de  ce 
rend, 
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II  est  clalr  que  le  malntien  de  la  palx  et  de  la  securltl 
Internationales  au  moyen  de  meeures  coercitlves  exlge  de-s 
aooords  permettant  d1  assurer  un  prompt  rasseinblemenl;  de  forces 
assez  pulssantes  pour  retarder  ou  reprlmer  I'agresslon.  Le 
plan  g*n£ral  pour  1'emploi  de  la  force  adopte  par  la  Commis- 
sion donne  de  larg^a  pouvolrs  au  Oonsell  de  Securite.  ^0!est 
alnsl  qu'il  pout  determiner  I1  existence  d'uno  menace  a  la 
gaix,  decider,  dlune  fa9on  gen^rala,  quelles  mceures  devront 
etre  prises  pour  falre  face  au  danger,  adopter  les  mrsures 

?rovisoires  n^cessalres  et  Invlter  tous  les  Etats  membros  de 
'Organisation  k  appllquer  dl  verses  oat6gorles  de  meeuree  ne 
oomportant  pas  I'emplol  de  la  force. 

81  le  Conseil  ne  Juge  pae  oes  mrsures  sufflsantoapour 
le  present  ou  pour  1'avenir,  11  est  autorlse  &  engager  toute 
action  neoessalre  pour  regler  la  situation,  et  notamment  a 
utlllser  des  forces  terreetros,  marltlmcs  ou  aeriennee.  Oes 
forces  seront  fournlcs  par  loe  Etats  meiribres  confornement  aux 
accords  sp^oiaux  qul  contlennent  lee  engagements  de  fournir 
des  contingents  natlonaux,  des  forces  et  des  fr>.cllites0  Ces 
accords  speclaux  seront  n£gool6c  cur  1!  initiative  du  Concell 
et  eeront  conolue  entre  lo  Consell  d!une  part,  et  lee  Etate  ou 

foupes  d1  Etate,  d!n.utre  part.  Touc  oee  accords  eernnt  soumle 
la  ratification  dee  Etats  nenbros  lnt£ressec.  LOB  Etatc  non- 
membres  du  Coneell  ont  la  garantie^qu1  11s  seront  -invitee,  eur 
leur  demande,  a  prendre  part  aux  dcclslnne  du  Don  sell  pour 
tout  oe  qui  concerne  I'enplol  do  Isure  contingents.  Une  clause 
sr>6olal9^eet  prevue  pour  loe  continents  aerlens  natlonaux  qui 
d^ivent  etre  tenus  dieponlbles  en  vue  d'une  action  inmediate 
entreprlee  au  nom  de  I1  Organisation. 


^    oonsells  techniques  et  une  assistance  mllltaire  seront 
mis  a  la  diepofjltion  du  Conseil  par  un  C^nite  d!Etat»-MaJor  ni- 
lltaire  compose  das  chefs  dr£tat-MaJor  des  menbres  permanent  s 
du  Conseil,  auxquels  se  Joindront  des  repr^sentants  techniques 
de  tous  les  autres  Etats  nenbree  dont  la  collnboratinn  serait 
importante  h  I1  execution  de  certaines  mesuree  ooercltlves  d6- 
termln^ee.  Oe  Comlt£  sera  responeable  de  la  direction  stra- 
t^gique  do  toutes  les  forces  placles  ^  la  disposition  de  I1  Or- 
ganisation. Pour  rcndre  sa  taohe  plus  f-aclle,  le  Conlt6  ^eut 
Instltuer  des  Bous-oomltes  reglonaux,  apres  avoir  consult  6  les 
organlsmes  regionaux. 

Cetto  disposition  g6n6rale  est  renforo^o  par  lf  Obligation 
CLu'assument  tous  lee  menbres,  de  se  pretrr  une  assistance  mu- 
tuelle  pour  I1  execution  de  toutes  les  me  euros  d6cldees  par  le 
Oonseil.  Lorsque  les  membres,  en  raleon  de  leur  collaboration 
aux  meeuree  de  ooeroltion  du  Oonsell.  se  trouvent  places  devant 
des  problbmes  econonlques  sp6olaux,  lie  pouvent  addresser  aU 
Oonseil  pour  s'ef  forcer  dfy  trouver  une  solution. 
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En  vue  de  soutenir  lfaotlvlt£  de  I1 Organisation  oentrale, 
on  a  ep^oi Element  autorlefi  lf existence  dfaooords  ou  d'organismes 
de  sSouritl  rlglonaux  pour  s'ooouger  de  tous  les  pr obi ernes  de 
e£ourit6  qul  sont  susoeptlbles  d'etre  resolus  par  une  action 
regional e.  II  eet  oepcndant  sp6cifll  que  toutos  oes  activltes 
doivent  etre  compatibles  aveo  lee  bute  et  lee  principee  de  la 
Charte  dee  Nations  Unies.  Le  prinoipo  general  eet  que  les 
membres  devraient  s'ef forcer  de  r^gler  lee  diff trends  looaux 
au  moyen  d1  organ! ernes  rSglonaux  avont  de  les  renvoyer  au  Con- 
seil  de  8£ourite  et  que  oe  dernier  devrait  encouroger  Ice 
parties  &  faire  usage  de  oes  organieraee  regionaux.  Oes  oav 


oontre  les  Etrits  ex-ennemis,  au  oours  de  la  p6riode  qui  ef6oou- 
lera  avarit  que  le  Oonscll  pulese,  &  la  demande  dee  Etate  in- 
tereee^s,  assumor  ploinemont  la  reeponeablllte  d^mpocher  une 
nouvelle  ngresslon  de  la  pnrt  de  oes  Etate  ex-ennemis.  Une 
autre  exception  s1 applique  aux  mesures  dirigeee  centre  lee 
Etats  ex-ennemie,  qul  aural ent  et6  prices  ou  autorieees  &  la 
suite  de  la  presente  guerre  par  les  gouvernementc  auxquele 
incorabe  oette  responsabillt6k 

Oette  disposition  Sgalement  restera  en  vigueur  Jusqu'a 
oe  que  le  Oonseil,  ^  la  deraande  de  oes  gouvernements,  assune 
cette  responsabilite.  AUne  derni^re  condition  est  que  le  Cori- 
Beil  de  S^curit6  doit  etre  tenu  plelneraent  au  oourant  de  toutee 
les  actions  entreprlses  ou  envisagees  par  les  organismes  r6- 
g Ion aux*  Cette  disposition  tend  a  utlllser  dans  la  plus  large 
me sure  possible  les  organismes  r£glonuux  existants  et  future, 
mals  en  meme  temps  11  est  destln£  k  pr^venlr  tout  con flit  im- 
portant entre  oee  organisations  et  .le  Concell  de  Sgcurlte.  On 
eepere  que  oe  plan  pourra  beauooup  contrlbuer  ^  la  solution 
du  qonfllt  traditionnel  entre  lee  exigences  d*uno  palx  indi- 
vielble  et  le  fait  que  les  Etate  ont  toujoure  volontier  aooepte 
par  tradition  de  grandee  responsabilitee  done  le  domalne  de 
la  eSourite^  princlpaloment  done  les  regions  qul  touohent  a 
leure  interete  nationaux. 

En fin.  pour  oonoontrer  la  reeponcabillt6  dans  un  organ! sme 
efficace  et  redult,  la  Commieeion  a  approuve  le  plan  de  Dunv- 
barton  Oake  vleant  la  creation  d'un  Coneeil  de  Sicurlte  de  11 
membree  qui  oomprend  dee  sifegee  pormanents  pour  lee  cinq  grandee 
puissances.  Lee  membree  non-permanente  eoront  choiele  par 
I'Assemblce  en  tenant  oompte,  pour  comnencer,  des  contributions 
fournies  par  les  membres  pour  le  malntien  de  la  pr.ix,  de  la 
securit^,  et  pour  les  autres  fins  de  lf Organisation* 

Le  prinoipe  d'uno  repartition  g6ographique  equitable  devra 
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&galement  etre  prls  en  consideration. 

Apr ee  une  discussion  prolong£e.  la  formule  de  vote  pour 
les  decisions  du  Conseil  k  6t4  adopt 6 e  telle  qu'elle  avait 
et£  Stabile  &  la  Conference  de  Crlm£e, 

Pour  r£sumer  oe  plan  general  tendon t  &  Itablir  &  1'avenlr 
la  eeourlt6  du  inonde.  on  peut  souligner  qufll  eat  fonde  our 
I1 unanlnit^  des  grandee  puissances,  qul  porteront  le  polde  des 
futures  me sure 8  ooeroltlvee;  nais  oes  grandee  puiseanoee  ne 
pourront  prendre  aucune  meeure  sans  le  oonoours  d!au  moins 
deux  nembres  non-pernanents  du  Conseil*  Le  prlnolpe  direct eur 
est  que,  dans  lo  oadre  df obligations  oomnunee  et  de  prinolpes 
reconnus,  Ice  diver s^membres  aeeuneront  les  responsabilltes, 
qufils  sont  !•  plus  a  nemo  d'nssumer  pour  la  oauee  commune. 
L'avenir  eeul  dlra  si  noi^e  avone  fait  une  oeuvre  sollde  et 
sage,  maie  les  m ombres  de  la  Oonnlssion  ont  lfespoir  et  la 
conviction  que  les  travaux  de  ses  Conites  repr^senteront  une 
contribution  hictoriaue  h  la  paix  future  de  toute  lfhumanite.0 
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COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedure 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  THE  FIRST  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Roan  311,  May  4_,  i2^>  10:^5  a.m. 

The  Chairman  cnlled  the  meeting  to  order  at  10:45  a.m. 

I.  OPENING  STATEMENTS  BY  CHAIRMAN 

The  Chairman  ve3 corned  the  deleratcs  and  stated  that 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  and  Yalta  agreements  and  the  proposals 
by  the  chairman  of  delegations,  as  veil  as  the  Chinese 
proposals  and  the  proposals  and  amcndncnts  submitted  by 
the  delegations  will  be  the  foundation  for  the  Committee's 
vork.   There  remained  the  task  of  adopting  a  method  of 
procedure.   He  pointed  out  the  importance  of  expediting 
the. wopk  p,f  the  Committee.   The  task  of  the  Committee  is 
to  draft  the  text  of  a  hew  Charter  for  Chapter  VI >  Section 
A,  C,  and  D  and  the  pertinent  paragraphs  or  Section  B. 
These  sections  deal  with  the  composition,  functions, 
voting  procodures,  rules  of  procedure,  end  general  organ- 
ization of  the  work  of  the  Security  Council. 

The  Chairman  requested  delegations  which  have  not 
done  so  to  send  to  the  Secretariat  the  names  of  their 
representatives  on  this  Committee,  particularly  indi- 
cating those  entitled  to  vott?. 

II.  ORGANIZATION  OF  COMMITTEE 

The  Chairman  Introduced  the  various  officers  of  the 
Committee. 

III.  RULES  OF  PROCEDURE 

The  Chairman  stated  that  the  rules  of  procedure  of 
the  Conference  have  been  approved  by  the  Steering  Committee 
with  the  exception  of  the  section  on  voting.  It  is 
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expected  that  the  rules  will  soon  be  approved  In  plenary 
session.  It  Is  understood  that  these  rules  will  apply  to 
committees,  which  ore  also  free  to  make  supplementary  rules, 

IV.  DOCUMENTATION 

The  Chairman  stated  that  the  basic  documentation  for 
the  Committee  consists  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals, 
the  Chinese  proposals  thereon,  and  official  observations 
and  recommendations  submitted  by  governments  participating 
in  the  Conference.  The  Secretariat  Is  preparing  an  index 
to  the  observations  and  recommendations  of  the  partici- 
pating governments  for  each  committee* 

V.  TERMS  OP  REFERENCE 

The  Chairman  announced  the  following  terms  of  refer- 
ence for  the  Committee: 

To  prepare  and  recommend  to  Commission 
III  draft  provisions  for  the  Charter  of 
the  United  Nations  relating  to  matters 
dealt  vlth  In  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton 
Doles  Proposals  on  structure  and  procedures 
(Sections  A,  C,  D,  and  the  pertinent  para- 
graphs of  Section  B),  and  to  the  comments 
and  suggestions  relevant  thereto  submitted 
by  the  governments  participating  in  the 
Conference. 

VI.  TIME  OP  NEXT  MEETING 

The  Committee 

Agreed  that  the  next  meeting  would  be 
held  at  10:30  a.m.  on  May  5*  19^5*  un- 
less otherwise  advised. 

VII.  ALTERNATES 

In  response  to  an  Inquiry,  the  Chairman  stated 
that  the  question  of  alternates  for  delegates  on  the 
Committee  was  a  matter  of  discretion  for  each  delega- 
tion. 

VIII.  AGENDA  FOR  SECOND  MEETING,  May  5,  19^5 

The  agenda  for  the  second  meeting  of  the  Committee, 
May  5*  1945*  vas  discussed.  It  waft  pointed  out  that 
the  proposals  of  all  participating  countries  would  not 
be  turned  In  to  the  Secretariat  until  midnight,  May  4, 
1945. 
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(a)  Agreed  to  postpone  discussion  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  text  and  specific  changes 
therein  until  the  thlr&  meeting,  May  7 > 
1945- 

(b)  Agreed  that  the  second  meeting,  May  5* 
1945*' vlll "consider  generally  the  terns 
of  reference,  procedures,  and  work  of 
the  Committee. 

IX,  APPOINTMENT  OP  SUBCOMMITTEE  III/l/A 

After  discussion  of  various  means  of  expediting  the 
Committee's  work,  the  Committee 

(a)  Appointed  o  subconnittoe  (1)  to  deternine 
which  paragraphs  of  Clxaptor  VI,  Soction  B 
of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  fall  within 
the  province  of  the  Committee,  and  (2)  to 
study  the  amendments  proposed  to  Chapter 

VI  and  to  prepare  a  report  grouping  such 
amendments  so  as  to  make  them  correspond 
with  the  respective  points,  contained  in 
bhe  Dumbarton  Oaks  text. 

(b)  Agreed  that  the  subcommittee  is  to  consist 
of  delegates  from  China,  El  Salvador,  France, 
Netherlands,  U.S.S.R.,  United  Kingdom,  and 
United  States, 

(c)  Agreed  that  the  subcommittee  will  elect 
its  own  chairman. 
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COMEJErHEHDH  SOMMA.IR5  Djl  LA  PREMISE  SEANCE 
W  COMITE  HI/1 

le  4  Mai  194$,  £  Ifi  &.  4&.,  an. 

# 

SuH4i.DP,  sclle  3.1.1 


Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a  10  h  45. 
I,   EXPOSE  DU  PRESIDENT. 

Le  President  eouhaite  la  bienvenue  aux  ^elegues  et  Declare 
que  Irs  accor^g  <Je  Dunbarton  Oaks  et  ^.e  Yalta,  les  Propositions 
^es  Chofs  ^e  Delegations  et  les  Propositions  chinoises  s^ront 
les  riocur.pnts  qui  serviront  '"'e  base  aux  travaux  ^u  Conite. 
II  y  a  lieu  nclntenant  ^'cv^ontpr  lesnoie  ^e.-iroce^ure.   II 


e  Bur  I1  Inr)ortan9e  qu'il  y  a  a  hster  le  ^lus 
les  truv.iix.  Le  Conite  a  ete  charge  ^'^t^blir  le  texte 
Chapitres  VI,  SfCtionsA,  C  et  D,  ainsi  que  IPR  ->?ragra")hes 
pertinents  fle  la  Section  B  <*e  la  nouvelle  Chc.rte.   Gee  Sec-, 
tions  traitent  *.e  la  composition,  ^es  fonctions,  ^1e  la  ^roce 
r'ure,  <^u  vote/et  ^e  I1  organ!  sat  ion  c^nerale  ^es  travaux  ^u 
Conseil  ^e  Securite. 

Le  ^resi^ent  ^ennn^e  oux  Delegations  <vi  ne  1'ont  pas  en- 
core frit  *e  comnuniquer  au  Secretariat  les  noms  ^e  leurs  re- 
nresentants  au  Comite,  en  in^iquc-nt  ceux  qui  ont  le  ^roit  ^e 
votr-r. 

II.  ORGANISATION  DU  COMITE 

'      ^resent  e  les  nenbres  ^u  bureau  *u  Secre- 


tariat ^u  Conite. 
III.REftLES  DE  PROCEDURE 

Le  President  yan^ellp  gue  les  regies  *e  ^roce^ure  ^e  Ja 
Conference  ont  ete  cmrouvees  ^ar  le  Comite  <*e  Dlrecti9n  a 
1  exception  Jes  ^Isoositicns  relatives  nu  vote,  Ces  regies 
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sferont  probablement  apnrouveee  feous  ">eu  oar  la  Conference  PJe- 
dere.     II  est  entendu  que  les  regies  a'arnliquemtsauxComites  / 
male  que  ceux-ci  onttoute  latitude  d'udonter  des  regies   surnle- 
mentaires. 

IV.  DOCUMENTATION 

Le  President  signale  que  lee  documents  ^e  base  du  Comite 
comprennent  les  Propositions  ^e  Dumbarton  Oaks,  les  Propositions 
chinoises  et  les  observations  et  propositions  off  lovelies  pre- 
sentees ^ar  les  gouvernemente  participants.  Le  Secretariat" 
prepare-  un  inr'ex  *§s  ces  observc^tions  et  r>ronositlons,  a  I1  usage 
de  diacun  *es  Conitefl. 

V.  MANDAT  DU  COMITE 

LP  President  nreclse  conmp  suit  le  man^at  ^u  Conite: 


et  r^coninander  a  la  Com^lppion  III  le  texte  de 
Dispositions  a  inserer  dans  la^Chc-rte  ^es  Nations  Unies 
concerncnt  lea  questions  traitees  au  Chanitre  VI  des  Pro- 
positions de  Durrtrrton  Oakn  ^ur  lo  structure  et  la  nroce- 
^ure  (Sections  A,  C  et  D  et  nc.ragranhcs  nertinente  ^e  la 
Se9tion/B)  alnsi  queAles  ObservatlonB  et  Propositions 
presentees  sur  ces  nemes  sujets  oar  le  gouvernenents  nar- 
tlci^ants. 

VI.  DATE  DE  LA  PROCHAINE  REUNION 

II  ffft  r'eci^e  que,  spuf  avis  c^ntralre,  la  ^rochaine  reunion 
aura  lieu  le  5  moi  194E^  a  10  h  30 

VII.REMPLACANTS 

En  renonse  a  une  nem^nde,  le  President  ^eclarr  que/la% 
queetion/^es  rerapla9antp  noijr  lee  ^elegues  etait  li  issee  a 
la  Discretion  Je  chaque  Delegation. 

VIII.ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  DEUXIEME  REUNION,  5  Mai  1945 

Le  C<~mlte  r'lscute  I'or^re  du  Jour  de  aa  r>euxiene  reunion 
qul  dolt  avoir  lieu  le  5  mai  1945.  On  signale  que  lee  Propo- 
sitions /e  toufl  les  Etats  nartlpi*mnts  ne  eeralent^ae  remises 
au  Secretariat  avant  le  4  nai,  a  nlnult,  Vernier 

Le  C^nKe: 

(a)  Decide  *!ajourner  a  la  trolelene  seance,  le  7  raal  1946, 
la  Discussion  ^u^texte  de  Dunbarton  Oaks  et  des 
flcatlons  nro^osees. 
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(b)  Decide  ^ue  la  ^euyiene  Bunion  *u  5  mal  1945  eera 
consaoree,  ^.e  maniere  generate,  a  la  ^IflQussion  ftu 
manflat  ^u  Comite,  .*e  sajroce-lure  ^t  ^e  see  travaux, 

IX,  DESIGNATION  DfUN  SOUS  OOMITE  III/l/A 

\  /  \     * 

Apree  avoir  'Ueoute  dea  Divers  moyene  nropres  a  hater 
I1  execution  rf.ee  travaux  flu  Coraite,  celul-ol: 

(a)     Nomrae  un  eoue-conite     charge  (1)  ^e  oreclaer 
quele  sont  lep  r)oragra")heB  r*u  Oha")ltre  VI  ; 
Section  B,  rtee  Propositions  *e  Dumbarton  0;ke, 
qul  rentrent  ^ana^le  criftre  ^es  attributions  flu 
Coraite;   et  (2)  fl!etu^ler  les  arjen^enente  nro- 
nosee  au  Chanltre  VI,   et  fle  ore^arer  un  rcoport 
ou  ces  anenr^ements  seront  grouses  ^e  fa9on  r. 
correspond  re  avec  les  nase^ges 
*u  texte  ^e  Dumbarton 


(b)     Decide  que  IP  snus-comlte  comren*ra 

gues  ^e  la  Chine,  *u  Salvador,  ^e  la  Prance, 
*es  Pays-Bae,  ^e  I'U.R.S.B.,  ^u  Royaune-Unl 
et  ^es  EtatR-Unls. 


{c)     Decide  que  ce  C^mlte  ellra  son  -)rn^re  President 
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Veterans  Building,  Room  223*  May  £,  19^5*  i2:M  a.m. 

The  second  meeting  of  Committee  III/l  was  held  in 
Room  223,  Veterans  Building,  on  May  5,  19^5-   It  was 
called  to  order  by  Mr.  John  Sofianopoulos  (Greece),  the 
Chairman,  at  10:40  a.m. 

I.  OPENING*  REMARKS  BY  CHAIRMAN 

The  Chairman  stated  that  he  was  sure  he  expressed 
the  feeling  of  all  in  extending  warmest  congratulations 
to  The  Netherlands  on  the  liberation  of  heroic  Dutch 
people.   The  Netherlands  representative  expressed  his 
appreciation.   The  Chairman  also  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  liberation  of  Norway  might  follow  soon. 

The  Chairman  read  a  brief  summary  of  the  business 
transacted  at  the  previous  meeting  and  then  stated  that 
the  summary  record  of  the  first  meeting  would  be  distri- 
buted during  the  morning.'   The  Chairman  then  informed 
the  Committee  that  in  accordance  with  the  decisions  of 
the  first  meeting,  Subcommittee  III/l/A  had  been 
appointed  and  that  its  members  had  selected  as  their 
Chairman,  Mr.  Castro  (El  Salvador).   The  Chairman  then 
opened  the  meeting  to  a  general  discussion  of  Chapter 
VI,  Section  A. 

II.  GENERAL  DISCUSSION  OF  CHAPTER  VI,  SECTION  A 

Representatives  of  the  following  countries  spoke 
Inter  alia  on  behalf  of  increasing  the  membership  of 
tne  security  Council  so  as  to  afford  a  larger  represen- 
tation for  small  powers:  Lebanon,  Venezuela,  Iran,  Iraq, 
Chile,  Egypt,  El  Salvador,  Colombia,  and  Liberia.   The 
consensus  expressed  by  them  was  that  the  total  member- 
ship of  the  Council  should  be  15.   Representatives  of 
Egypt  and  Colombia  expressed  tho  view  that  non-permanent 
members  should  be  elected  by  the  Assembly  on  a  basis  of 
regional  representation* 
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The  Netherlands  representative  pointed  out  that 
by  reason  of  population  and  national  resources  the 
Netherlands,  once  the  Netherlands  Indies  are  restored, 
will  be  capable  of  making  a  considerable  contribution 
and  should  always  have  adequate  representation  on  the 
Security  Council.  He  supported  an  increase  in  the 
Council  since  this  would  augment  the  possibility  of 
representation  for  the  Netherlands. 

The  Indian  delegate  stated  thab  although  all 
nations  are  equally  sovereign,  special  considerations 
should  be  taken  into  account  In  selecting  states  to  sit 
on  the  Security  Council.   He  stressed  the  Importance 
of  considering  the  position  of  countries  for  the  next 
25  years,  suggesting  that  the  following  criteria  should 
be  considered:   (l)  population;  (2)  industrial  potential; 
(3)  willingness  and  ability  of  countries  to  contribute 
to  International  security  arrangements;  and  (4)  past 
performance.   Countries  should  be  given  a  differential 
working  strength  according  to  these  considerations,  on 
a  basis  of  regional  representation.   Stress  was  laid  upon 
the  need  for  continuity  011  the  Council  of  non-permanent 
members,  and  the  suggestion  was  mc.de  that  there  should 
be  five  or  six  associate  members  with  permanent  scats 
on  the  Council  but  without  the  right  to  vote. 

The  Soviet  delegate  stated  that  one  of  the  char- 
acteristics of  the  Organization  was  that  actions  should 
be  fast  and  effective.   Increasing  Uu  members  of  the 
Security  Council  would  not  meet  this  objective.   The 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  have  created  a  Council  of 
quantitative  and  qualitative  composition  that  will 
insure  attainment  of  this  objective.   He  pointed  to  the 
disastrous  effects  of  the  suddenness  of  enemy  action 
during  the  present  war  and  recommended  approval  of 
Chapter  VI,  Section  A  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals. 

The  Australian  representative  referred  to  the 
amendments  proposed  by  his  Delegation  with  respect  to 
limiting  the  veto  power  of  permanent  Council  members. 
He  shared  the  views  of  the  delogate  of  India  with 
respect  to  the  proper  criteria  which  should  be  used 
in  electing  non-permanent  members  of  the  Security 
Council,  and  he  added  the  suggestion  that  geographical 
situation  should  not  be  overlooked. 

,The  Mexican  representative  discussed  the  three 
principal  points  contained  in  Lho  amendments  which  had 
been  proposed  by  his  Delegation  and  read  the  text  of 
Chapter  VI,  Section,  A,  c<nLrin«.d  therein.  He-  l.-id  stress 

Lho  jA,rm~nont  s^M;s  <n  the 
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Council  designated  by  Assembly  action,  which  would 
make  possible  periodic  reconsideration  to  meet  chang- 
ing future  conditions. 

The  United  States  delegate  pointed  out  that  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  had  been  submitted  as  a  basis 
for  the  work  of  the  Conference,   There  had  be^n  world- 
wide approval  of  these  plans,  and  there  appeared  to  be 
general  hope  that  they  would  be  accepted  by  the  present 
Conference  with  only  slight  modifications.   He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  disregard  the  considerations 
which  had  motivated  those  who  had  drafted  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals.   He  expressed  the  deepest  sympathy 
for  the  small  countries,  which  were  the  chief  bene- 
ficiaries of  a  world  security  system.   He  pointed  out 
that  in  the  Assembly  each  nation  had  equal  status,  and 
that  the  Assembly  had  the  power  to  elect  the  majority  of 
the  Security  Council.   This  was  an  effective  veto  which 
would  control  the  destinies  of  the  Council  to  a  large 
degree.   He  announced  that  the  four  powers  had  issued 
joint  proposals  this  morning  for  Chapter  VI,  Section  A, 
which  included  the  following:   "The  General  Assembly 
should  elect  six  states  to  fill  the  non -permanent 
seats,  due  regard  being  especially  paid  in  the  first 
instance  to  the  contribution  of  members  of  the  Organiza- 
tion toward  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  security,  and 
toward  the  other  purposes  of  the  Organization;  and  also 
to  equitable  geographical  distribution."  He  assumed 
that  no  decisive  action  would  be  taken  today  on  the 
views  expressed  at  this  meeting. 

The  New  Zealand  representative  supported  the  posi- 
tion of  Australia  and  India  that  non-permanent  members 
of  the  Council  should  be  those  who  have  proved  themselves 
willing  and  able  to  make  active  contributions.   He  added 
that  geographic  position  might  also  be  important.   He 
warned  against  making  too  close  an  analogy  between  the 
Council  of  the  League  of  Nations  and  the  resent  Council 
with  respect  to  the  election  of  members,  pointing  out 
differences  between  the  two.   He  suggested  that  terms 
of  office  and  eligibility  should  be  decided  by  the 
Assembly  without  requiring  ,amendment  of  the  Charter. 

The  Canadian  delegate  stated  that  at  an  appropriate 
time  his  Delegation  would  support  tho  deletion  of  the  words 
"in  due  course,"  from  Chapter  VI,  Section  A.   This  posi- 
tion was  supported  by  the  representative  from  Iraq. 

The  French  representative  expressed  his  apprecia- 
tion for  this  statement  of  the  Canadian  view. 
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The  view  that  the  Security  Council  should  be 
organized  in  such  a  manner  as  to  be  capable  of  respond- 
ing effectively  at  any  moment,  was  stressed  by  the 
Yugoslav  delegate.  The  countries  winning  the  war  must 
necessarily  take  a  similar  part  in  any  future  attack. 

In  the  view  of  the  Egyptian  representative,  the 
small  suggested  increase  in  Council  membership  would 
not  impair  Its  effectiveness.  He  pointed  out  that  the 
general  staffs  of  each  country  would  determine  the  con- 
tribution of  each  nation  to  the  maintenance  of  peace. 
In  this  decision,  the  geographic  situation  of  a  country 
would  weigh  heavily. 

The  delegate  from  El  Salvador  emphasized  the 
importance,  in  electing  non-permanent  members  to  the 
Council,  of  considering  the  contribution  of  which  each 
nation  would  be  capable.  He  expressed  the  vjow  that 
contributions  made  in  the  past  have  depended  somewhat 
upon  the  geographic  situation  of  a  purticrlar  state 
with  respect  to  the  conflict.  Secondly,  some  nations 
have  had  no  other  alternative. 

The  Committee  agreed  to  postpone  discussion  on 
these  proposals  until  its  next  meeting,  which  it  was 
agreed  will  be  held  on  May  7>  19^5  at  3:30  p.m.,  unless 
otherwise  advised. 
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COMITE   I  ORGANISATION  ET  PROCEDURE 


COMPTE-RENDU  SOMMAIRE  DE  LA  SECONDS  SEANCE 
DU  COMITE  III/l,  TENUE  LE  5  mal  1945  k  10h.40. 
SALLE  233,  VETERANS  BUILDING. 

La  Deuxlfeme  Stance  du  Comlt^  III/l  a  eu  lieu  le  5  mal 
1945,  Salle  223,  Veterans1  Building.  La  Stance  est  ouverte 
&  10h,40  par  le  President  M.  John  Soflanopouloe  (G-rfece). 

I*  REMARQUES  D'OUVERTURE  DU  PRESIDENT- 

Le  President  declare  qu'il  est  sflr  d'exprimer  les  senti- 
ments de  tous  ses  collogues  en  t rename tt ant  les  plus 
chaleureuse  felicitations  aux  Pays-Bas  k  lf  occasion  de  la 
Liberation  de  I!h6rolque  peuple  Holland<,.is.  Le  Rtfpresentant 
des  Pays-Bc.s  I1  en  remercie.   Le  President  exprime  le  voeu  de 
volr  bient&t  la  Norvfcge  lib^r^e  k  son  tour. 

Le  President  donne  lecture  d'un  bref  r6sum6  des  travaux 
de  la  stance  pr£o£dente,  puis  declare  que  le  r£sum£  de  la 
premiere  stance  sera  distrlbu£  cu  oours  de  la  matln£e.   II 
annonoe  au  Comlt£  que,  conform^ment  aux  decisions  de  la 
premiere  stance,  le  Comitd  III/l/A  a  ^t^  oonstltu^  et  que 
ses  membres  ont  choisi  comme  President  le  D^l^gu6  du  Salvador 
Monsieur  Castro.  Le  President  ouvre  la  stance  qui  dolt  fetre 
oonaecr^e  b.  une  discussion  g£n£rp,le  du  Chap  it  re  VI,  Section  A. 

II.  DISCUSSION  GENERALE  DU  CHAP  I  THE  VI,  SECTION  A. 

Lea  repr£sentants  des  pays  sulvants,  entre  mitres »parlent 
en  faveur  d'une  augmentation  du  nombre  cU  e  utubres  du  Coneeil 
afin  d1 assurer  une  representation  plus  complete  aux  petite 
^tats:  Llban,  Venezuela.  Iran,  Irak.  Chili,  Egypt,  Salvador, 
Colombia  et  Liberia.  L« opinion  glnerale  est  que  le  nombre 
total  de  membres  du  Conseil  devrait  Stre  port*  k  IS.  Lea 
repr^sentants  de  1'Egypte  et  de  la  Colombia  exprlment 
I1 opinion  que  lea  membrea  non  permanent s  devralent  fttre 
4lus  par  I1  Assembles,  sur  la  base  de  la  representation 
r^glonale. 
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Le  representant  des  Pays-Bas  remarque  qu'en  raison  de 
sa  population  et  de  sea  ressources  nationales  les  Pays-Bas 
lorsque  les  Indes  NfeerlandaiseS  leur  auront  ete  r  endues, 
seront  k  mgme  d'apporter  une  contribution  considerable  et 
devraient  avoir  representation  adequate  au  Consell  de 
S^curite.  II  est  en  faveur  dfune  augmentation  du  nombre 
des  membres,  etunt  donne  que  cette  augmentation  donnerait 
uux  Pays  Bas  une  plus  grande  possibility  d'Stre 


Le  deiegue  de  1'Inde  declare  bien  que  toutes  les  nations 
solent  e^alement  souvercJLnes,  11  devrait  Stre  tenu  compte 
de  considerations  specifies  dans  le  cholx.  des  £tats  qul 
doivent  sieger  au  consell  de  s^curite.  Il"  declare  qu1!! 
importe  de  consld^rer  la  position  des  nations,  i.u  cours  des 
25  annees  b.  venir,  sp^cir.lraent  en  ce  qul  concerne:  (1)  La 
population;  (2)  le  potentlel  Industrlel;  (3)  le  d^slr  et  le 
pouvoir  des  pays  de  contribuer  aux  accords  internatlonaux 
de  securlte;  et  (4)  leur  attitude  ant^rleure.  Les  pays 
recevralent,  d'aprfes  ces  considerations,  un  treatment 
differentiel  sur  la  base  de  la  representation  r£glonale. 
II  inslste  sur  la  necessite  d1  assurer  au  Conseil  la  contl- 
nuite  du  travail  de  membres  non  permr,nents  et  11  sugg^re 
que  5  ou  B  membres  associes  devraient  avoir  dps  sifeges 
permanents  au  Conseil,  sr.ns  drolt  de  vote  avec  voix  consultative, 


Le  deiegue  sovietique  declr.re  que  l!une  des  caracterls- 
tique  de  I'Orgrxnisatlon  est  que  son  intervention  doit  Stre 
rapide  et  efflcace.  Augment  er  le  nombr^  des  membres  du 
Conseil  de  securlte  n'attelndralt  pas  ce  but,  Les  propo- 
sitions de  Dumbarton  Oaks  ont  cree  un  Conseil  de  composition 
quantitative  et  qualitative  telle  qu'elle  perraettra 
d'atteindre  cet  objectlf.   II  fai't  remrxrquer  l!effet 
desastreux  de  la  soudalnete  des  operations  ennemies  au  cours 
de  la  presente  guerre  et  recommande  I1  approbation  de  la 
Section  A  du  chapitre  VI  des  propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks. 

Le  representant  de  1'Austrrlle  se  r^ffcre  aux  amendements 
proposes  par  sa  d£l£gatlon  en  ce  qul  concerne  la  limitation 
du  drolt  de  veto  des  membres  permanents  du  Conseil.   II 
partage  les  vues  du  dtfl^gue  de  1'Inde  en  ce  qul  concerne 
les  critferes  &  employer  pour  le  choix  des  membres  non  per- 
manents et  11  suggfere  de  ne  pas  negliger  la  situation 
geographique  des  pays. 

Le  representant  du  Mexlque  expose  les  trols  points  prin- 
cipaux  contenus  dans  les  amendments  proposes  par  sa  dele- 
gation et  donne  lecture  du  chapitre  VI,  Section  I.  alnsl 
modlfie.  II  Inslste  s^ixjl  !  avantoge  d1  avoir  les  sieges  per- 
manents du  consell  d£sign£s  par  I'Assembiee,  ce  qul  permet- 
tralt  une  revision  periodique,oorr:-  sponaant  &  1'evolution 
des  conditions, 
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Le  d£legu£  des  Etats-Unis  re  marque  que  lea  propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks  ont  £t6  soumleoe  comme  base  des  travaux 
de  la  Conference,  Ces  propositions  ont  reou  une  approbation 
g£n£rale,  et  11  seinble  que  I'espoir  de  tous  eat  de  les  volr 
adopter  par  la  prtfsente  Conference  aveo  peu  de  modifications. 
II  espfere  que  le  Coniit£  ne  n£gllgera  pas  les  considerations  qui 
ont  inspire  les  auteurs  des  propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks* 
II  exprime  la  plus  profonde  sympathle  pour  les  petltes  nations 
qui  sont  les  principaux  bfenfeflclalres  d'un  systeme  de  s6curit£ 
mondial,  II  fait  reinurquer  au'fet  I'Assembl^e  chaque  nation  Jouit 
du  m£rae  stutut  et  que  I1  Assemble  a  le  pouvolr  d'lllre  la 
majority  du  conseil  tie  s^curlt^.  Le  veto  en  question  est  un 
moyen  efflcace  qui  contrfclera  en  grunde  partle,  les  destinies 
du  conseil.  II  e.nnonce  que  les  4  Puissances  ont  £nono£  oe 
matin  des  propositions  communes  en  ce  qui  ooncerne  le  chapitre 
VI,  section  A,  ptirmi  leaquelleo  les  sulvantess  HLlAssembiee 
g£n£rale  £llra  six  £tats  pour  occuper  les  sifeges  non  per- 
manents,  en  tenant  corapte  tout  d'abord  de  la  contribution  des 
divers  inembres  de  I1  Organisation  au  malntien  de  la  paix  et 
de  la  security,  alnsi  qu'aux  autres  buts  de  lforEt".  isatlon; 
en  mime  temps  que  d'une  rf-partitlon  g£ogr<.'phlque  Equitable. 
II  eppfere  Que  le  Comlt6  ne  prendra  aujourd'hul  aucune  decision 
sur  les  vues  exprlm£es  au  cours  de  la  stance. 

Le  d^legu^  de  la  Nouvelle-Z6lr.nde  se  range  h  I1  avis  de 
I'Australie  et  de  I'inde  et  declare  que  les  inembres  non 
permanents  du  Conseil  devraient  fctre  ceux  qui  se  sont 
montr^s  d^slreux  ?t  capables  d'apporter  une  contribution 
active,  II  tijoute  que  la  question  position  g^ographique 
peut  ^galernent  Jouer  un  r6le  Import  tuitf  II  met  en  garde  lee 
Etats  contre  l!erreur  de  faire  une  analogle  trop  grande  entre 
le  Conseil  de  la  SoclfttS  des  Nations  et  le  present  Conseil 
en  ce  qui  concerne  1!  Election  des  membres,  et  fait  ressortir 
les  differences  entrr  lea  deux  organismes*  II  sugg^re  que 
la  dur^e  du  mandat  et  les  questions  d1  eligibility  soient 
declares  par  I'Aisembl^e,  saris  amendeiaent  fc  la  Charte, 


Le  dfilfeeul  canadien  declare  qu'en  temps  voulu  sa 
gatlon  appuiert.  la  suppression  des  nots  Hle  moment  vgnuw  k 
la  section  A  au  c-hupltre  VI.  Cette  motion  est  support  6  e 
par  le  represent,  Jit  de  1'Irakt 

Le  represent  ant  o.e  la  France  exprime  see  remero  lament  a 
a  la  d£l£gation  canucllenne  pour  son  atiitudet 


,     Le  d^l6gu4  de  la  Yougoslavie  siigfe^re  que  le  Conseil  de 
Seourlt^  soit  organist  de  manlfere  a  pouvolr  ,  K  tout  moment, 
aglr  d'un*  fa9on  effioace.     Les  nations  qui  sprit  auJourd'Hul 
viotorieuaee  devront  de  toute  n^oesslt^  remplir  le  m8me 
rfile,   en  cas  d'attaque  future  » 
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Aux  yeux  du  repr^sentant  da  1  f  Egypt  e,  la  iSgfere  augmen- 
tation que  I1  on  propose  au  nombre  dec  membres  du  Consell  ne 
nuiralt  pas  a  son  efflcacltl,  II  fait  remarquer  que  lea 
^tats-majors  de  chaque  nation  d£termlneront  les  contributions 
respectlves  des  pays  au  malntlen  de  la  palx.  La  situation 
g^ographique  dfun  pays  aura  beauooup  d1  Influence  sur  cette 
decision. 


Le  d£l£gu£  du  Salvador  Inslste  sur  I1  Importance  qu1!! 
y  aural  t,  lors  de  lf  Election  des  membres  non-permanents,  fc 
prendre  en  consideration  la  contribution  dont  chaque  nation 
seralt  capable.  II  declare  que  les  contributions  faltes  par 
le  pass£  ont  plus  ou  molns  dependu  de  la  situation  g£ogra- 
phlque  d!un  Etat  partlculler  par  rapport  au  conflit.  En 
second*  lieu,  certalnes  nations  n'avalent  pas  eu  le  cholx. 

Le  Comlt^  decide  d'ajourner  la  discussion  de  ces  propo- 
sitions &  la  prochalne  stance  qul  aura  lieu  le  7  Mai  1945 
it  15h.30  fe.  molns  d'avls  control  re. 
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The  Um*d  Nation** Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  DOC.  120  (ENGLISH) 

e  nr/i/3  (i) 

May  16,   1945 

COMMISSION  UI       Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


REPRT 


MEETINQ  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l,  MAY  5» 
Doc.  120  (ENGLISH).  III/1/3 


Page  2: 


At  the  request  of  the  Netherlands  Delegation,  delete 
the  first  paragraph  and  substitute  the  following: 

The  Netherlands  representative  pointed  out 
that  by  reason  of  their  situation  and  population 
and  national  resources  certain  states,  generally 
not  Included  In  the  term  fblg  nations1,  as  for 
instance  the  Netherlands,  once  the  Netherlands 
Indies  are  restored,  will  bo  capable  of  making 
a  considerable  contribution  and  should  always 
have  adequate  representation  on  the  Security 
Council.  He  supported  an  Increase  In  the 
Council  since  this  would  augment  the  possibi- 
lity of  representation  for  such  states. 

Page  3,  penultimate  paragraph,  last  line: 
Delete  "Iraq11  and  substitute  "Iran11. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  120 (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  in/i/s  (D 

0  16  nal  1945. 


COMMISSION  III       Security  Council 

COMITE  I  -  ORGANISATION  ET  PROCEDURE 


CORRIOENDUM  AU  COMPTE  RENDU  RESUME  DE  LA 
SEANCS  DU  5  MAI  1945. DU  COMITE  III  A. 

Doc.  180  (French)  III  A/3. 

Page  2.   A  la  demande  de  la  Delegation  dee  Fays  Bas,  11  y  a 
lieu  de  Bubstltuer  au  premier  paragraphe ,le  paragraphe  sulvant: 

Le  Representant  des  Pays  Bas  fait  observer  qu'en  ralson 
de  leur  situation,  de  leur  population  et  de  leurs  res- 
sources  natlonales,  certains  etats.qul,  en  general  ne 
sont  pas  comprls  dans  la  cat^gorle  des  "Grandes  Nations" 
eeront  capables  comme,  par  exemple,  les  Pays-Bas,  lorsque 
les  Indes  Neerlandalses  leur  eeront  restitutes,  de  four- 
nlr  une  contribution  considerable  et  devralent  conctamment 
avoir  une  representation  adequate  au  Conaell  de  Securite. 
II  est  done  en  faveur  de  I'^larglesement  du  Conseil  qul 
aural t  pour  effet  d'amellorer  les  posslbllltls  de  repr^sen- 
tatlon  de  tels  Etats. 

Page  3.  Avant-darnler  paragra^he ,  dernlere  llgne:  Remplacer 
Irak  par  Iran. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  ^leM  ENGLISH) 

on  International  Organization  111/1/4 

May  9,  1945 

COMMISSION   ID        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

AGENDA  FOR  THIRD  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  HI/1 
May  9,  1945 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous 
meeting 

(2)  New  schedule  of  meetings  of  committees 

(3)  Report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/A 

(4)  Continuation  of  discussion  of  Section  A  of 
Chapter  VI  of  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

888 

(5)  Other  bueiness 

RESTRICTED 

1  'CH> 


The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  MAY  9,  1945 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Comite  1       Organisation  et  Procedure  * 


ORDRE  DU  JOITR  ^  lift  TROISPT'E   ^FAWCE  DU 
CO'  ITS  HI/1 
Le  9  "*1  1945 

(1)  ^xoose  des  tr~v*ux  de  1*  seance  Dreoedente 

(2)  Nouvel  horplre  dee  peancee  des  Coraites 

(3)  Rapport  du  Sous-Comite  III/l/A 

(4)  Suite  de  IP  discussion  de  IP  Section  A  du 
Chaoitre  VI  dee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
0»ks 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  Si/V?°  (MGLISH) 

on  International  Organization  May  11, 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  THIRD  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veteran's  Building.  Room  223  ,  May  £,  1945,  8:45  P.m. 

The  third  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  opened  by  the 
Chairman  (Mr.  Sof  lanopouD  os  )  at  8:45  p.m. 

1.  Announcements  and  Report  by  the  Chairman. 

The  Chairman  paid  tribute  to  the  valorous  peoples  of 
Norway  And  Czechoslovakia  who  had  been  liberated  at  last. 
The  Norwegian  and  Czechoslovak  representatives  expressed 
their  appreciation. 

The  Chairman  then  proposed  that,  if  he  found  it 
necessary  to  bo  ubsent,  Mr.  Aghnidis  should  preside  in  his 
place. 

Decision;   There  being  no  dissenting  voice,  it 
was  agreed  that  Mr.  AghnTdis  would  act  as  Chairman 
pro  tempo  re  in  Mr.  Sofianopoulos1  absence. 

The  Chairman  reviewed  briefly  the  discussion  of  the 
second  meeting.  Ho  recalled  the  purposes  of  Sub-committee 
III/l/A  and  read  a  report  of  its  first  meeting,  held  in 
Room  219,  Veteran's  Building,  May  5,  1945,  at  3:45  p.m. 
as  follows: 

(1)  It  was  Agreed  that  none  of  the  provisions  of 
Section  §  of  Chapter  VI  of"  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  appear  to  be  assigned  to  any  other 
Committee. 

(2)  It  was  accordingly  Recommended; 

(a)  that  the  terms  of  reference  respecting 
Committee  III/l  be  amended  to  include 
the  whole  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI; 

(b)  that  the  title  of  tho  Terms  of  Reference 
respecting  Committee  III/l  be  changed  to 
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read  "Structure,  Procedures,  and  Prin- 
cipal Functions  and  Powers"; 

(c)  that  stops  bo  taken  through  proper  channels 
to  refer  this  reconmendo,tion  to  the  Secre- 
tary General  and  the  President  of  the  Con- 
ference for  necessary  action, 

(3)  The  Subcommittee  decided  to  hold  its  next  meet- 
Ing  as  soon  as  complete  sets  of  the  proposed 
amendments  were  made  available. 

Decision;  V3 thout  dissenting  voice ,  It 'was  agreed 
to  accept  the  popart  of  Subcommittee  TlI/l/A  and  to 
authorize  tlie  Chairman  to  transmit  to  the  Secretary 
General  and  the  Presidents'  of  the  Confer  once  on 
behalf  of  Commit  toe  III/l  tHo  rocommcyudations  con- 
tained IrT  the  report , 

2.   Discussion  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI. 

The  Committee  considered  the  proposed  composition  of 
the  Security  Council.  The  criteria  for  election  of  non- 
permanont  members  to  the  Council  and  the  relationship 
between  them  and  the  permanent  members  were  discussed. 

Certain  delegates,  while  recognizing  the  necessity 
of  having  larger  nations  on  the  Council,  believed  it 
desirable  to  avoid  the  inequality  created  by  the  proposed 
distinction  between  permanent  and  non-pennanent  members. 
It  was  suggested  that  this  objective  could  be  achieved 
by  omitting  the  names  of  the  Five  Powers  from  the  Charter 
and  incorporating  the  rule  that  those  powers  who  have 
greater  responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of  peace 
should  be  ro-elected  indefinitely  to  the  Council.   In  this 
connection  it  was  proposed  that  the  number  of  permanent 
seats  be  Increased  to  seven  and  that  the  non-permanent  seats 
be  raised  to  eight  and  filled  by  a  system  of  rotation. 

Another  speaker  urged  strpngly  In  the  light  of 
League  experience  that  the  Council  be  kept  small.   Pointing 
out  that  the  composition  of  the  Security  Council  and  of  the 
Assembly,  and  the  problem  of  voting,  all  must  be  kept  in 
mind,  he  pleaded  for  an  attempt  to  increase  the  efficiency 
of  the  Council. 

It  was  suggested  that  the  principle  of  "equitable 
geographical  distribution"  could  be  made  acceptable 
either  by  express  statement  in  the  Charter  or  by  an 
understanding  that  countries  in  the  same  geographical 
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t.rea  vould  be  chosen  as  non-permanent  members  In  rota- 
tion. 

The  view  was  expressed  that  an  axiom  underlying  the 
whole  security  system  was  the  unanimity  of  the  permanent 
members;  that  the  importance  of  the  non-peimanent  members 
lay  not  in  numbers  but  in  their  ability  to  influence  the 
groat  powers  to  maintain  unanimity.  This  could  not  be 
achieved  by  increasing  the  number. 

The  point  was  raised  that  the  principle  of  the  Four- 
Powor  Amendment  was  objectionable  because  its  application 
would  ostracize  small  nations.  Thus  it  would  be  better  if 
the  non -permanent  seats  were  filled  by  alphabetical 
rotation  of  all  powers.  Another  suggestion  was  made  that 
the  Pour-Power  Amendment  should  be  changed  to  emphasize  not 
past  contributions  to  peace,  but  the  ability  to  contribute 
at  any  time.  It  was  further  pointed  out  that  the  primary 
consideration  in  choosing  non-permanent  members  should  be 
willingness  to  support  the  Charter.  The  first  part  of  the 
Four-Power  Amendment  would  tend  to  fostor  discrimination 
among  nations,  but  the  provision  for  geographic  distribu- 
tion would  improve  the  situation. 

3.  Organization  of  Futuro  Work 

Several  delegations  suggested  that  the  general  dis- 
cussion of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  should  be  terminated 
and  specific  questions  bo  tckon  up,  although  there  was  much 
discussion  of "how  this  should  be  done.  The  suggestion  that 
the  Committee  might  at  once  vote  on  the  Pour-Power  Amend- 
ment was  opposed  by  several  delegates.  Various  proposals 
fer  procedure  were  debated. 

Decision:  It  was  agreed  (a)  that  the  general 
dtscussTon  o7  ScVtlon  A,  Chapter  VI  should  be 
considered  ^rmTn&tocT  at  this  nectTng,  (b)  Tx> 


beg  "In  discussing  SocTlon  A,  Chapter  vl,  in 

t 


.etall  fit  the  next  noctrng  and  to  leave  ffiie 
uostTon  'of  procccTuro  to Tthe  ofTTcers  of  the 
ermnittiJe. 

Adjournment  at  11:20  p.m. 
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The  United  Nation,  Conference 

on  International  Organization  111/1/7 

0  May  11,1945, 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comitrf  1       Organisation  et  Procedure. 

PHOCEB-VEIBAL  SOIuIAIRS  DE  LA  TROISIEilE  SExirCE  DP  COMITE  III/l 
TENUE  LE  9  /AI  1945  A  20H45 .   AU  VETERANS  BUILDING.    3ALLE  2??, 

La  trolsi&me   stance  du  Comlttf  est  ouverte  par 
le  President,      .   Soflanopoulos,   &  20h45, 

1.   Conrunlcations  e_t  rapport  du  President, 

Le  President  rend  homr.age  aux  v«aleureux  peuples  de  Norvfege 
et  r'e   Tch^coslovaqule  qui  ont  enfin  eft£  lib^r^s.       Les  reprrfsen- 
tants  de  la  Norvfege  et  de  la  Tchdcoslovaqule  exprinent  leurs 
remerciements, 

Le  President  propose  axors  que,  au  cas  oil  11  lul  eeralt 
nrfceesalre  de  e'absenter,  M,   Aghnld^e  preside  6.  sa  place. 

Decision;   Aucun  avis  oontraire  n^tant  formul^.  j.1 
est  dtfcldrf  que  M«  Aghnld^s  exeroera  la  pr^sldence 
pro  tempore  durant  1 f absence  de  i:,Sof lanopouloe» 

Le  President  fait  un  bref  rrfsiunrf  de  la  discussion  de  la  der- 
nlfere  stance.     II  rappelle  les  attributions  du  Sous-Conlt^  III/ 
I/A  et  lit  le  rapport  sulvant  de  sa  premidre  stance,   tenue  le 
5  xnal  1945  fe  15h45,   au  Veterans  Building,   Salle  219: 

"(1)  ll  est  drfc larf  au'aucune  des  dispositions  de  la  Section 
B  du  Chenltre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  ne 
semble  Stre  assignee  &  un  autre  Cornit^  quelconque. 

(2)     II  est  done  recommandrf: 

(a)  que  le  mandat  du  Comltrf  IIlA  eolt  modlflrf  de  fapon 
&  comprendre  I1 ensemble  de  la  Section  B,   Chapltre  VI; 


1044  -  1  - 


26? 

(b)  que  le  tltre  du  mandat  du  Comltrf  III/l  poit  r.odifi£ 
de  fa$on  &  se  lire  comme  suit:  n  Organisation,  Pro- 
crfdure  et  Prlncipales  Fonctions  et  Pouvoirs  "; 

(c)  que  des  demarches  soient  prises,  par  les  moyene 
r^gullers  de  procedure,  pour  r°nvoyer  cette  recon- 
mandation  au  Secretaire  O-^n^ral  et  au  President  de 
la  Conference,  afln  qu!lls  prennent  les  me  sure  s 


(3)  Le  Soue-Corcite  decide  de  tsnir  sr  prochalne  stance  dfcs 
que  des  collections  completes  de  orojets  d'amendenents 
seront  dlsponlbles  .  " 

Decision;  II  est  d^cid£,  spns  avis  contraire  t 
d'accepter  lg_  rapport  du  Snus-Comltg  III/l/A 
et  dtfiutoriser~e  President  ^  tr^nsnettre  au 
Secretaire  'General  et,  flux  Pr?eidents  de  la 
Conference,  au  nom  du  Corr.it^  III/l  ,  les  re  com* 
mandfitlons  continues  dpns  le  rapport, 

2.  Discussion  d£  la  Section  A,  Ch^pitre  VI.  t 

Le  Comlt^  examine  le  projet  c'a  composition  du  Conseil  de 

Les  crit^res  pour  I1  Election  c'.es  membres  non- 
permanents  du  Cons^il  et  leur  position  vls-ft-vis  des  rembres 
permanants  sont 


Certains  D^l^gu^s,  tout  an  reconnalssant  qu'il  est  n^ces- 
saire  que  les  plus  n^ndes  nations  sifegant  PU  Con8ell,eetlinent 
qu'il  seralt  souhsltable  d!^vlter  1'in^gnlit^  cr^e  par  la 
distinction  propos^e  entre  nembres  pernaner.ts  et  merbres  non- 
percnnsnts.  On  sug££re  qu!il  sarrit  possible  cPptt^intfre  cc  but  pc- 
1!  omission  des  norns  des  cinq  Fuisspnces  dans  la  Chflrte  et 
lf  introduction  de  la  r^gle  oue  les  Puissances  qui  ont  les 
plus  grandes  responsabilitrfs  dans  le  malntien  de  la  palx 
devrplent  §tre  re^lues  ind  'f  inim^nt  ^u  Conseil*  On  propose, 
ft  ce  sujet,  que  le  norcbre  des  slfegas  permrnentR  solt  portf^ 
&  sept  at  oue  le  noir.bre  des  sieges  non-permanent  s  solt  port# 
2s  hult,  qui  seront  occup^s  par  un  systSrae  de  rotation. 

Un  autre  orateur,  ^t  la  lumifere  de  lf  experience  de  la 
Socl^t^  des  Nations,  inslste  vlver'ent  oour  aue  le  nombre  des 
slfeges  du  Conseil  reste  restreint.  Constntant  oue  la  composi- 
tion du  Conseil  et  de  I'^ssembltte,  ainsi  oue  1*  pr«bl6me  du 
vote,  sont  des  questions  qui  doivent  retenlr  lf  attention,  11 
plaide  auprfee  du  Comit£  oour  qu!on  essale  d!augmenter  1'afflca- 

du  Conseil. 
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On  sugg&re  cue  la  prlncipe  de  la  "r^oartition  g£opT«T)Mciue 
Equitable"  pourralt  Stre  rendu  plus  acceptable  soit  par  une 
declaration  excresse  dans  le  Charge,   solt   *^r  une  entente  °ux 
termes  de  Ipquelle  les  pays  sltu^s  dins  1^  mJme  region  g^ogra- 
phique  seralent  cholsls  ft  tour  de  rftle  conne  membres  non- 
permanents, 

On  exprlne  I1  opinion  au'un  axiome  qul  sert  de  base  S 
I1  ensemble  du  systfeme  de  s^curit^  est  celui  de  I'unanlritf?  des 
membres  permanents;     que  1!  importance  des  membres  non-permflnents 
reside  non  pas  dans  leur  nombre  malb  dans  leur  capaclt^  dfin- 
fluencer  les  grandes  puissances,  de  telle   sorte  qufelles 
nmintisnnent  leur  unanlmit^.     Ce  but  ne  -ceut  Stre  attaint  par 
une  augmentation  du  nombre  des  sifeges. 

Des  objections  sont  ^lev^es  contra  1?  prlncipe  de  lfprnn- 
dement  des  ftuatre  Puissances  pare  ^  qu'il  constituer^it  une 
mesure  d'ostracisrae  envers  les  petites  nations.       II  ser^it  done 
pr^f^rable  oue  les  sieges  non-permnnents  soient  remplis  k  tour 
de  rdle,  par  ordre  alphabet  iqua  ,  par  toutes  les  puissances. 
Urn  autre  suggestion  est  faite  tehdant  &  modifier  I'a^endement 
des  iuatre  Puissances  de  fagon  fe  mettre  en  valeur  non  pas  les 
contributions  faltes  dans  le  passrf  &  la  cause  de  la  palx,  mais 
la  capacity  d'y  contrlbuer  en  tout  temps.       En  outre  on  slgn^le 
que  la  consideration  primordlrl-3  dr;ns  le  cholx  des  membres  non- 
pernanents  devrait  8tre  IP  volonte^  dfapport?r  un  apoui  h  la 
Charte.       La  prenlcre  partie  de  lfamenderient  des  iu^tre  Puissan- 
ces tendrait  \  favorlser  une  discrimination  en  r^  les  nations; 
cependant  une  clause  pr^voyant  une  repr-'sentition  grfographique 
amfeliorernit  la  situation. 

3.     Organisation  des  tr^vaux  future. 

Plusieurs  delegations  proposrnt  que   In  discussion 
de  la  Section  A,   Ch°pitre  VI  soit  close  et  aue  I1  on  rborde 
lfexamen  de  questions  specif  iques;     la  mnnlSre  de  prpc^der  ft 
cet  ex-^men  soulfeve  d'ailleurs  une  lonpue  discussion.       Une  sug- 
gestion tend^nt  ft  ce  ou^  le  Cooit^  oroc^de  h  un  vote   imm^dint 
sur  I'amendement  des  iuatre  Puissr-nces  se  heurte  k  l^poosition 
de  plusleurs  d^lv-fgatlons.       Plusieurs  oropoeitions  portent  sur 
des  questions  de  procedure  sont  discut^es. 


Decision;     H.  est  d^cid^  .  a)  oue  la  discussion 
de  la  Section  A,  Chap  it  re  VI  est  consld^r^a  oomre  close 
^cette  scfanceT    b)  d!aborder  la  discussion  de  la 
Section  A,   Chap  it  re  VI,   en  detail,   ft  la  prochaine  stance 
et  de  laiBser  la  question  de  procedure  au  Bureau  du  Comit^. 

La  stance  est  lev#e  k  £3h20. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  200  (EDO.,  PR.) 

on  International  Organization  May'io5  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


AGENDA  FOR  FOURTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
May  10,  19»5 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Detailed  consideration  of  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI  of 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  and  of  the  amendments  thereto 
proposed  by  the  various  governments 

(3)  Other  business 


ORPRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  QUATRIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/I 

10  Hal  1945 
(1)   Export*  das  travaux  accoirrolle  a  la  stance  nrecedentc 


(2)   Examen  detaille  d«  la  Section  A  rtu  chflpltr**.  VI  dcs 
nronoeltlpns  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  flee  anpndempnts 
nronoe#p.  «  l^ur  sujet  r^^  Jes  dlvprfi  p:ouvcrnements 

questione 
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Doc.    *33    (ENGLISH) 
III/1/9 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  FOURTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  1 1  I/I 
Veterans  Building.  Room  <2«?3.  May  T".  1945,  5:15  P.ln. 

The  fourth  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  opened  by 
the  Chairman  at  5:15  p.m. 

!•  Discussion  gf  the  Four- Power  Amendment  of  Chapter  VI.  A 

In  accordance  with  the  agreement  of  the  Committee  at 
Its  previous  meeting,  the  Chairman  announced  that  the 
first  order  of  business  would  be  tne  discussion  of  the 
amendment  presented  by  the  four  sponsoring  governments; 
and  that  following  a  vote  upon  this  amendment,  he  would 
propose  taking  Section  A,  sentence  by  sentence,  and  con- 
sidering all  amendments  relating  to  each  point  of  tne 
text.  He  then  read  the  text  of  the  amendment  of  the 
sponsoring  powers. 

It  was  emphasized  in  discussion  that  the  amendment 
stated  a  principle,  the  detailed  application  of  which 
might  need  to  be  agreed  upon  after  the  International 
Organization  nad  been  set  up;  also  that  the  phrase 
"equitable  geographical  distribution11  might  well  permit 
the  practice  of  rotation.   Two  amplifications  of  the 
four-power  amendment  were  proposed:   (1)  Tnct  the 
General  Assembly  be  empowered  to  Icy  down  the  rules  of 
eligibility  in  accordance  with  the  general  principles 
stated;  and  (2)  that  the  geographical  regions  of  the 
world  upon  which  representation  was  to  be  based  be 
named  or  defined. 

Two  powers  which  had  submitted  amendments  to  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  withdrew  them  in  f  c.vor  of  the 
amendment  Tinder  consldferr»,tion. 

A  discussion  r_rose  over  procedure,  some  wishing 
to  vote  upon  the  four-power  amendment  integrally,  others 
to  divide  it  into  two  parts.  When  tae  question  wc,s  put 
to  a  vote,  the  majority  favored  voting  upon  the  wnend- 
ment  as  r.  whole. 
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The  Delegate  of  Cuba  railed  r,  point  of  order.  He 
asserted  that  some  of  the  grey  books  of  May  7,  1945- 
containing  the  official  statements  on  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  did  not  contain  Cuba's  proposed  amendments  to 
Section  A  of  Chapter  VI;  and  that  Document  209,  prepared 
by  the  Secretariat  of  Committee  III/l  to  'f ncilitate 
examination  of  the  various  proposed  amendments,  contained 
no  reference  to  Cuba's  cmendments.  The  Secretary  stated 
that  no  copies  of  the  Cubnn  document  In  question  had  been 
received  by  the  Committee  Secretariat,  but  that  it  would 
investigate  the  matter.  The  Cuban  Delegate  objected  to 
any  vote  being  taken  until  a  copy  of  Cuba's  rjnondments 
was  found  and  read  to  the  Committee.  He  accepted  the 
Chairman's  assurances  that  the  missing  document  would  be 
supplied  as  soon  as  possible,  however,  -and  that  the 
Committee  would  not  conclude  the  discussion  of  all  other 
amendments  before  Cuba's  proposals  could  bo  circulated. 

Decision;   Pt  was  voted  (25  Jto  Jg)  to  insert  ±t  the 
end  of  the  tHird  sentence  of  Section  A.npnapter  VI,  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  four  sponsoring  powers  respect- 
ing the  criteria  for  the  election  of  non  permanent  members 
£f  tho  Security  Council. 

2.  DiscussJon  jof  tfre  First  Sentence  c>f  VI,  A 

The  Chairman  read  the  first  sentence  of  Suction  A, 
Cnapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  and  Invited 
discussion.   Only  two  delegates  iiad  time  to  spe"jc;  one 
delegate  urged  thct  the  number  of  Council  members  should 
not  be  increased.   Another  suggested  the  number  could  be 
increased  to  fourteen  without  impairing  tlu;  Council's 
efficiency  and  that  this  would  make  tho  Council  more 
representative . 

It  was  r.greed  that  the  discuss  i.on  be  continued  :-/t 
the  next  meeting. 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:3^  p.m. 
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on  International  Organization 

III/1/9 

11  raai  1945. 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comlte  1  -  Organisation  et  procedure. 

COMPTE  RENDU  RESUME  DE  L*  aUATHIEME  BEANCE  DU  COMITE  HI/1 
tenue  .le  10  mai  1945  a  IV  h»15.  Veterans  Building.  Salle  225  • 

La  seance  est  ouverte  par  le  President  It  17  h.  15, 

1.  Discussion  de  lf amendement  propose  par  les  Quatre  Puissances 

au  Chapitre  VI,  A. 

Conformement  a  le  decision  prise  par  le  Coraite  au  cours 
de  sa  seance  precedente,  le  President  annonce  que  la  premiere 
question  qui  sera  mise  en  discussion  est  I1 amendement  propose 
par  les  quatre  gouvernements  invitants.  Apres  le  vote  qui 
aura  lieu  eur  cet  araendeiaent ,  il  se  propose  de^prendre  la 
Section  A,  phrase  par  phrase,  et  de  soumettre  a  lfexamen  du 
Comite  tous  les  anendements  relatifs  &  thaque  point  du  texte. 
II  donne  ensuite  lecture  de  I1  amendment  des  Q,uatre  Puissances 
invitantes* 

On  fait  remarquer,  au  cours  de  la  discussion,  que  I1 amende- 
ment enonce  un  principe  dont  1! application  detaillee  devra  peut- 
etre  faire  1'ob^et  d^un  accord  apres  que  I1 Organisation  Interna- 
tionale aura  ete  creee  et  que  I1  expression  de  "repartition 
geographique  equitable11  peut  fort  bien  permettre  un  roulement. 
Deux  additions  sont  proposees  Ji^l1  amendement  des  Quatre  Puis- 
sances, a  savoir,  (l)  I'Assemblee  Oenerale  devrait  etre  habili- 
t^exi  formuler  les  recles  de  I'eligibillte  scion  lep  prlncipes 
generaux  qui  ont  ete  enonces  et  (2;  les  regions  geographlques 
du  monde  BUT  lesquellee  se  fondera  la  representation  devraient 
etre  mentionnees  ou  deflnies* 

Deux  delegations  qui  av&ient  pr^sente  des  amendements  aux 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  lee  retlrent  en  faveur  de  I1 amen- 
dement actuellement  k  I1 etude* 

Una  discussion  a  lieu  sur  un  point  de  procedure,  quelques 
delegations  de sir ant  voter  suzr  I1 ensemble  de  I1 amendement 
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dee  Quatre  Puissances,  d'autres  prefernnt  diviser  oet  amendement 
en  deux  parties^  La  question  r.yant  ete  znise  aux  voix,  le  Comite 
adopte  la  premiere  solution  a  la  mrlorite. 

I^e  delegue  de  Cuba  souleve  une  autre  question  de  procedure* 
II  declare  que  quelques  uns  des  Livres  G-ris  du  7  mai  1945  con- 
tenant  les  exposes  offioiels  relatifs  aux  Propositions  de  Dumbar- 
ton Oaks  ne  renfermalent  pas  les  amendements  cubains  &  la  Section 
A  du  Chapitre ^VI  et  que  le  document  209,  elabore  par  le  Secreta- 
riat du^Comite  III/l  pour  faclliter  I'examen  des  divers  amende- 
ments deposes,  ne  fait  aucune  allusion  aux  amendements  de  Cuba. 
Le  Secretaire  fait  oonnaltre  que  le  Secretariat  du  Ccmite  nfa 
repu  aucun  exemplaire  du. document  cubain  en  question,  mais  que 
des  recherche s  seront  faites  &  ce  sujet.^  Le  delegue  cubain 
s 'oppose  k  ce  qufun  vote  ait  lieu  Jusqu'a  ce  que  I1 on  trouve 
un  exemplaire  des  amendements  cubains  et  qu'il  en  soit  donne/ 
lecture  au  Comite.  II  accepte  toutefois  les  assurances  donnees 
par  le  President  que  le  document  nanquant  sera  fourni  auesitot 
que  possible  et  que  le  Comite  n'achevera  pas  la  discussion  de 
tous  les  autres  documents  avant  qu'il  n'ait  ete  possible  de 
dlstribuer  les  propositions  de  Cuba. 

Decision;  ^p  Comite  decide  par  ff5  voix  centre  2 
d1 inserer  a.  la  fin  dg  Ifl  troiaieme  phrase  de  /la. 
Section  A  du  Chajoit£e  VI  lf  araendemgnt  propose  par 
les  fluat'r e "Pui & sance s_  invit ante's  au  sujet  des 
crltereVa  applique r""en  matiere"dT  elec^ion^e  mem- 
bres  non  permanent s  du  Conse.ll'  de  Securite^ 

2.  Discussion  d£  la  premiere  phrase  du  Chapitre  VI,  A. 

Le  President  lit  et  met  en  discussion  la  premiere  phrase 
de  la  Section ^A  du  Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaka.  Un  delegue  demande  instalment  que  le xnombre  deo  membres 
du  Consell  ne  solt  pas  augmente.  Un  autre  emet  1'r.via  que  ^ 
ce  nombre  pourrait  etr^  porte  a  1*4  sans  nuire  a  I1  effict-olte 
de  oet  organisme  et.que  oette  solution  aiu^ait  I'&vanta^e  de 
le  rendresplus  representatlf .  La  suite  de  tette  discussion  est 
ajournee  a  la  proohaine  seance. 

La  seance  est  levee  a  19  h.  30. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  222  (PR.,ENO.) 

on  International  Organization  J1    ii8  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comite  1  -  Organisation  ~t  ^rocelure 

OF.DRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  CIN^UIEME  ^EA"CE  DU  CJ  ITE  III/l 

Le  11  mal  1945 

(1)  Rapoel  des  trcvaux  effectu^s  a  le  seance  or^c/dente. 

(2)  Reprise  de  1'^tud.e  det^lll^e  ^e  la  Section  A  du  Cha- 
Ditre  VI  des  ^Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Orrks  et  des 
amendenents  »  cfrtte  section  oroDOses  par  les  divers 
gouvernements. 

(3)  Autres  o_uestlons. 

ENGLISH 
AGENDA  FOR  FIFTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 


May  11, 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Continuation  of  detailed  consideration  of  Section  A 
of  Chapter  VI  of  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  and  of  the 
amendments  thereto  proposed  by  the  various  govern- 
ments 

(3)  Other  business 


1071 


275 

The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  m/l/ll  (ENGLIaH) 

May  12,   19*15 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  FIFTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223,  May  11,  1945s  2;45  p.m. 

The  fifth  meeting  of  the  Committee  vas  opened  at  2:45  p.m. 
by  Mr.  Aghnldes  (Greece),  acting  as  Chairman  in  the  absence  of 
Mr .  Sof ianopoulos . 

1.  Discussion  of  the  First  Sentence  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI 

In  accordance  with  the  procedure  agreed  upon  at  the  pre- 
vious meeting,  the  Chairman,  after  reading  the  first  sentence 
of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  which  provided  for  eleven  members  of 
the  Security  Council,  proposed  that  the  Committee  continue 
its  discussion  by  considering  first  the  most  extreme  amend- 
ments to  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals.   Since  Chile,  Cuba, 
the  Dominican  Republic,  Honduras,  Iran,  and  Turkey  had  all 
favored  increasing  the  number  of  Council  members  to  fifteen, 
the  Chairman  submitted  this  proposal  to  the  Committee  for 
discussion. 

Several  delegations  defended  this  proposal.   It  was  sug- 
gested that  the  number  of  nonpermanent  members  should  be  in- 
creased in  order  to  give  the  Council  a  more  representative 
character.   In  this  connection,  the  view  was  expressed  that 
the  principle  of  "geographical  distribution",  adopted  by  the 
sponsoring  powers,  could  not  be  applied  if  the  Council  had 
only  six,  elected  members.   The  additional  criterion  adopted 
by  tlB  sponsoring  powers,  that  of  "the  contribution  of  members 
of  the  Organization  towards  the  maintenance  of  international 
peace  and  security11,  would,  It  was  suggested,  make  it  impossible 
for  smaller  states  to  be  chosen  for  Council  seats  unless  the 
total  number  were  increased.  Further,  it  was  pointed  out  that 
an  increase  in  the  size  of  the  Council  from  eleven  to  fifteen 
could  scarcely  impair  its  operating  efficiency.  Finally,  it 
was  thought  that  the  Council  could  discharge  its  nonsecurity 
functions  more  effeclently  if  it  had  more  than  six  nonperma- 
nent members  - 

•  [Corrigmdui  •••  p. 279] 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  ???>?/?,  ^PRENCH^  * 

r  •  i     s\  •          •  III/1/JLl 

on  International  Organisation  May  12,  1945 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

C  omit  4  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

PRQCES-VEHBAL  SQMMAIRE  DE  LA  CINQUIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
Tenue  le  11  mai  19»5  &  IfrhfrS,  au  Veterans  Building,  Salle  223 

La  claqulfeme  s6ance  du  Comite  est  ouverte  &  I4h45  par 
M.  Aghnides  (Gr&oe),  President  par  interim  en  lf  absence  de 
M.  Sof  ianopoulos  „ 

1.   Discussion  de  la  premiere  phrase  de  la  Section  A.Chapitre  VI. 

Conf  ornament  &  la  procedure  adopt  6e  it  la  stance  pr£c£dente, 
le  President,  apr&s  avoir  donn<  lecture  de  la  premi&re  phrase 
de  la  Section  A,  Chapitre  VI,  qui  pr<5volt  que  le  Comlt£  de 
S^curlte  sera  compose  de  onse  membreo,  propose  que  le  Comit6 
poursuive  la  discussion  en  examinant  en  premier  lieu  les  amen- 
dements  qul  s'lcartent  le  plus  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks.  Etant  donn^  que  le  Chili,  Cuba,  la  Rlpublique  Dominic  alne, 
le  Honduras,  lflran  et  la  Turquie  sont  tous  partisans  de  port  or 
&  quin£e  le  nombre  des  sieges  du  Cons  ell,  le  President  soumet 
oette  proposition  &  1'examen  du  Comit6. 

Plusieurs  delegations  appulent  cette  proposition.  II  est 
sugg6r£  que  le  no&fore  des  membres  non-permanento  devrait  Stre 
augments  af  in  de  donner  un  caractfere  plus  reprdsentatif  au 
Conseil.  II  est  mentlonn^,  &  oe  sujet,  que  le  princlpe  de 
"repartition  g^ographlque",  adopte  par  les  Puissances  Inv  It  antes, 
seralt  Inapplicable  si  le  Conseil  ne  oomprenait  que  six  membres 
eius.  D'autre  part,  le  crltire  additlonnel  adoptd  par  les 
Puissances  Invitantes,  &  savolr  "la  contribution  des  mombres  de 
1  f  Organisation  au  maintien  de  la  palx  et  de  la  s<5curlt<§  Inter- 
nationales11, rendrait  impossible  le  cholx  de  petlts  Etats  pour 
occuper  des  sieges  au  Conseil,  &  molns  que  le  nombre  des  sldges 
ne  solt  augment  o.  Par  ailleurs,  fait-on  observer,  le  fait  de 
porter  de  once  &  quinze  le  nombre  des  sieges  du  Conseil  ne  nui- 
rait  gufere  it  I9efficaclte  de  son  fonotionnoment.  EnTin,  lf  opi- 
nion est  6mise  que  le  Conseil  pourrait  sf  acquit  ter  plus  effioa- 
cement  de.  celles  de  ses  f  onctions  qui  ne  oonoernent  pas 
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la  s£curitd,  sYll  comptait  plus  de  six  mentores  non-permanents  . 

Ceux  dee  d£l£gu£s  qui  so  prononoent  en  favour  du  toxte  do 
Dumbarton  Oaks  qul  pr^volt  onze  membres,  soullgnent  lea  points 
suivants:  (1)  le  ohlffre  de  onze  a  6t6  fix6  non  seulement  en 
VUG  de  la  rapiditfi  et  de  I'efficacit6  de  I1  action  du  Consell, 
mals  aussl  pour  assurer  un  £qulllbre  en  son  sein,  entre  cinq 
membres  permanent*  et  six  membres  non-permanent  s;  (2)  d'autres 
sections  du  texte  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  notamment  celles  qul 
vlsent  les  pouvolrs  ot  fonctions  du  Consell  et  sa  situation 
vls-fc-vis  de  I1  Assemble,  sont  plus  inportantes  pour  les  petltes 
nations  que  le  nontore  des  slfeges  non-permanents  du  Consell; 
(3l  les  petltes  nations  sont  reprdsent6es  au  seln  de  l!Assem- 
blee  sur  un  pled  de  plelne  ggallt£  avec  les  Orandes  Puissances;  . 
(4)  la  repr6sentatlon  dans  les  travaux  du  Ccnsell,  des  int£r@ts 
de  pays  non^membres  serai  t  as  sur  6  e  de  tag  on  efflcace  en  vertu 
de  la  Section  D,  paragraphe  4;  (5)  6tant  donn£  que  les  petltes 
nations  ne  pourralent  assurer  elles-mfimes  leur  propre  s£curlt£, 
la  composition  du  Consell  proposde  dans  le  texte  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  r£pondralt  blen  plus  a  leurs  besolns  qufune  simple  augmen- 
tation du  nombre  des  slbges  du  Consell  qul  rlsqueralt  dfaffai- 
bllr  ce  dernier  en  tant  quforgane  de  defense  contre  I9agresslon; 
et  (6)  Iflnt6ret  des  grandes  ot  dos  petltes  puissances  dans 
la  palx  et  la  s£curit£  repose  essentlellement  sur  la  capacitg 
des  grandes  puissances  de  travalller  de  concert,  et  cool  ne 
seralt  pas  garanti  par  une  augmentation  du  nombro  des  membres 
du  Consell. 

Le  D£l£gud  de  la  Turqule  declare  que,  bien  que  son  Gouver- 
nement  alt  proposd  un  amendement  &  la  Section  A  du  Chapltre  VI 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  sa  D4  legation  estlme 
taalntenant  que  des  amondemcnts  pr^sentds  &.  un  autre  Comlt6 
atteindraient  le  but  qu'elle  se  propose,  et  qufen  consequence 
elle  a  d£cld£  de  retircr  son  pro  Jet  d!  amendement. 

2*   Question  d  Procedure  . 


Le  D^l6gu5  de  la  Ohino  propose  quo  la  question  de  lf  aug- 
mentation du  nombre  dos  slbges  du  Consell  soit  r6f6rdo  au 
Sous-Comlt6  A  ou  &  un  autre  Sous-Comit6*  Blen  que.  le  President 
par  interim  f  asse  observer  que  cette  procedure  serait  en.  con- 
tradiction avec  oelle  d^jk  adoptee  par  le  Comit£,  11  est  flna- 
lement  d£oid6  qufll  sera  proc6d6  &  un  vote  sur  la  proposition 
chinoise,  apr&s  que  les  autres  oratours  inscrits  pour  la  pr£- 
sente  discussion  auront  6t6  entondus  IL  la  s6ance  suivante. 

La  stance  est  Iov6e  &  I?h4o. 
4204)   41-          -2- 
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May  19,   19;+5 

COMMISSION  HI       Security  CouncU 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT 
OP  FIFTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
MAY  11, 


Holders  of  the  Summary  Report  of  the  Fifth  Meeting 
of  Committee  III/l  (Doc.  263)  are  a^ked  to  delete  para- 
graph 2  on  page  2,  and  to  substitute  the  following: 

The  Turkish  Delegate  gave  -notice  that, 
although  his  government  had  supported  c,n 
amendment  to  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  to  increase  the 
number  of  non  -permanent  seats,  the  Delegation 
now  felt  that  amendments  in  another  committee 
would  meet  the  ends  it  had  In  view  and,  there- 
fore, it  had  decided  to  withdraw  its  support 
.of  the  proposed  amendment. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC. 263  (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  in/i/ii  (i) 

0  May  19,   1945 

COMMISSION  ffl        Security  Council 

Comite  1   Organls1 tlon  et  Procedure 

RECTIFICATION  AU  RESUME 
DE  LA  CINflUlEME  SEANCE  DU  OOMITE  III/l 
11  mai  1945 

Les  personnes  qul  possedent  le  proces-verbal  resume 
de  la  clnquleme  seance  du  Comite  III/l  (Doc. 263)  eont  priees 
de  substltuer  au  paragraphe  2,  page  2  la  redaction  euivante: 

"Le  Delegue  Turc  annonce  que,  bien  que  son 
Gouvernement  ait  appuye  un  amendement  a  la  Section 
A,  Chapitre  VI,  dee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks, 
tendant  a  augmenter  le  nombre  des  sieges  non  permanents, 
la  Delegation ^a  maintenant  I1 Impression  que  les  amende- 
ment &  present es  dans  un  autre  Comite  viennent  resoudre 
la  question  dans  le  sens  qu'elle  souhaitait.  Ella  a^ 
done  decide  de  retlrer  I1 adhesion  qu1!!  rvalt  apportee 
au  pro Jet  d 'amendement. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  BESTRICTED 
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III/1/10 

2  1945 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Co  mite  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 


ORDRE  DU  JOUR 

DE  LK  3IXIEME  REUNION  DU  COMITE  III/l 
IS  Mai  1945  P  12  h  30 

1.    Rapport  BUT  les  questions  traitees  e  la  reunion  pre- 
cedente 

2.  Fin  de  I1 etude  de  la  premiere  ^hrase  de  la  Section  A, 
Chapltre  VI,  dee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 

3.  Procedure  pour  decision  sur  la  premiere  phrase  de  la 
Section  A,  Ohapltre  VI,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  (Proposition  Chinoise) 

4.  r'oursuite  de  I'examen  detaille  des  autres  dispositions 
de  la  Section  **,  Ohapltre  VI,  deg  Propositions  de  Dum- 
barton Oeks,  et  des  mnendements  a  ces  Propositions  sou- 
mis  par  les  divers  Qouvernemente 

5.  Autres  questions 

ENGLISH 

AGENDA  FOR  SIXTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  IIlA 
May  12,  19^5 ,  10:30  a,m> 

Vl)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at 'previous  meeting 

(2)  Completion  of  consideration  of  first  sentence  of  Sec- 
tion A,  Chapter  VI,  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

(3)  Procedure  on  action  on  first  sentence  of  Section  A, 
Chapter  VI.  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  (Chinese  Proposal) 

(4)  Continuation  of  detailed  consideration  of  remaining 
provisions  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  and  of  the  amendments  thereto  proposed  by 
the  varicms  governments 

(5)  Other  business 
1189 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  i?i/i/ii  (ENOLISH)* 

May  14, 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  SIXTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223  »  May  12,  19^5,  10:^5  a.m. 

The  sixth  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  opened  by  the 
Chairman  at  10:45  a.m. 

/ 

1.   Cont  inuat  ion  of  Discussion  of  First  Sentence,  Section  A, 
cnapter  vi 

The  discussion  of  the  increase  in  the  number  of  members 
of  the  Security  Council  was  continued.   Every  speaker 
emphasized  that  he  wished  to  contribute  to  the  attainment 
of  unanimity. 

Several  delegations  declared  that  they  would  vote  in 
favor  of  eleven  members,  ao  proposed  in  tho  Dumbarton  Oaks 
text. 

Among  tho  delegations  which  had  previously  proposed 
an  increase  in  the  size  of  tho  Council,  tho  Delegates  of  Chile 
and  Honduras  withdrew  their  amendments.  Also  tho  Delegates 
of  Egypt,  Cuba,  and  Ecuador  declared  that  they  would  no 
longer  press  their  amendments  but  hoped  that  their  views 
might  be  mot  in  the  future.   The  Delegate  of  Mexico  in  with- 
drawing his  amendment  declared  that  his  Delegation  maintained 
its  desire  for  an  increase  in  tho  number  of  non-permanent 
members,  and  hoped  that  its  viow  would  be  realized  as 
quickly  as  circumstances  permitted.   The  Iranian  Delegation 
declared  that  while  it  would  not  withdraw  its  amendment, 
it  would  not  press  it  and  would  abstain  from  voting. 

In  order  to  clear  the  way  for  a  vote  upon  the  question 
before  tho  Committee,  China  and  Iraq  withdrew-  tho  motion, 
made  and  seconded  by  thorn  respectively  at  tho  close  of  the 
previous  meeting,  to  refer  thto  question  to  a  subcommittee. 

Decision:     The  first  sentence  of  Section  A, 
'  tj&o  DufaDartpn  Oalcs'T'roposaTs, 
' 


i.e.  ,   U*fli3  SeourTFy  uouncnT'snouid  consist 
ofono  IFoprosontativc?  or  each  or  cloven 

124}  -l- 
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members  of  the  Organization. "  was  approved 
unanlmousTy  (six  abstaining) . 

The  Delegate  of  Cuba,  who  was  absent  when  thu  vote 
was  taken,  expressed  his  Delegation1 s  wish  to  be  recorded 
as  approving  the  first  sentence  of  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI 
but  hoped  that  other  delegations  would  endeavor  to  assure 
the  kind  of  regional  representation  which  Cuba  had  advocated, 
particularly  with  respect  to  the  inter-American  regional 
system. 

2-   Discussion  of  Procedure 

The  question  was  raised  whether  or  not  it  was  necessary 
to  procure  a  two -thirds  vote  in  order  to  approve  the  text  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals.   The  Chairman,  reading  from 
the  rules  passed  by  the  Steering  Committee,  declared  that  a 
two-thirds  vote  was  necessary.   The  Chairman,  after  pointing 
out  that  the  next  order  of  business  was  the  second  sentence 
of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  adjourned  the  meeting  at  12:30  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization 

'      May  17, 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

CORRIGENDUM  T<0  SUMMARi  REPORT  OP  SIXTH  MEETING 
OP  COMMITTEE  III  A*  MAY  12 ,  19^5 

(Doc.  273.  III/1/12) 
Page  2 : 

At  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  Cuba,  delete  the 
first  full  paragraph  and  substitute  the  following; 

"The  Delegation  of  Cuba  voted  in  favor  of  the  text  of 
the  first  sentence  of  Section  A  of  Chapter  6  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals  which  stipulates  that  there  shall  be  11  members 
of  the  Socurlty  Council,  but  made  Its  vote  and  the  withdrawal 
of  Its  proposal  that  tho  membership  be  15,  dependent  on  the 
condition  that  integration  of  tho  Inter-American  regional 
system  within  tho  world  organization,  with  tho  necessary 
autonomy,  bo  approved  by  tho  Conference • n 

1567 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 
on  International  Organization 

May  25, 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Coundl 


Committee  1    Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  SIXTH  MEETING  OP 


Do  c  .  273  "( 


n,  Mjay-g,  j-?> 
i  /I? 


(At  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  Chile) 


Page  1,  under  Section  1: 

Delete  third  paragraph  and  substitute  the 
following: 

"Among  the  delegations  which  had  previously 
proposed  an  increase  in  the  size  of  the  Council, 
the  Delegate  of  Honduras  withdrew  his  amendment. 
The  Delegates  of  E^ypt,  Cuba,  and  Ecuador  declared 
that  they  would  no  longer  press  their  amendments 
but  hoped  that  their  views  might  be  met  in  the 
future.  The  Delegate  of  Mexico  in  withdrawing 
his  amendment  declared  that  his  Delegation 
maintained  its  desire  for  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  non-permanent  members  and  hoped  that 
its  view  would  be  realized  as  quickly  as 
circumstances  permitted.  The  Iranian  Delegation 
declared  that  while  it  would  not  withdraw  its 
amendment,  it  would  not  press  it  and  would 
abstain  from  voting.  At  the  request  of  the 
Chairman  the  Delegate  of  Chile  withdrew  his 
amendment  .  n 
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M*y  14*/ 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  CouncQ 

Comlte  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

OQMPTE  RENDU  DU  80MMAIRE  DE  LA  3IXIEME  3SANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
Tenuc  le  12  m»i  1945  n  10  h  45,  au  Veterans  Bulldln£,_a2ile  225 

It*  sixieme  seance  du  Coraite  est  ouvertr*  ^  10  h  45  p°r 
le  President. 

1.   Suitt  d£  la  discussion  d£  1^  premiere  phrase  d£  1^  Seotloa  ^ 
Chap  It  re  VI.  " 


L«  discussion  ^rclftlve  a  l'a\jigmentotlon  du  norabre  des 
mrmbres  du  Consrll  de  Securlte  est  reprise.   Cheque  or^teur  sou- 
llgne  qti1!!  desire  contrlbuer  «  1^  re^llsntlon  de  lfunftnlmlte. 

Plusleurs  delegations  declftrent  ^qu'elles  voteront  en 
f  *veur  du  chlffre  de  onze  mcmbres  propnse  d«»cr  Je  t^xte  de 
Dumbarton 


Los  Delcgues  du  Chili ^et  du  Hondurps,  qui  etPient  _ 
les  Delegations  qui  *vpient  pnterlcurcracnt  propose  I'el^rgie- 
sement  du  Conseil,  rctlrent  leurs  pmendemonts.  Les  Delegues  de 
1'Egypte,  da  Cuba  et  de  I'Equ^teur  dccl^rrnt  qu'ilB  n1 insistent 
p*s  sur  leurs  flmendcmonts,  mpis ^esoercnt  qu'il  scrr  tenu  compte 
de  leurs  *»vis  ^p  I'pvcnir.  Le  delegue  clu  Muxlque,  en  rotirant  son 
flmendement,  declare  que  sa  delegation  perslste  a  desircr^une 
pugmentp.tion  du  nombre  des  membres  non-perm^.nents  et  eapere  ojue 
oe  vqeu  sera  realise  aussitot  que  les  circonstances  le  permetfcront. 
Le  delegue  de  l'Ir*m  ne  retire  PPS  son  ameTidement,  m^is  11  n'in- 
siste  oas  sur  son  Adoption  et  sf pbstiendr«i  de  voter. 

Afln  qu'une  decision  sur  la  question  puisse  intervenlr 
plus  r«jpldement  \*  Chine  et  lflrpk  rctirent  la  proposition  de 
soumettre  la  question  a  un  sous-Comlte,  quflls  bnt  respectivement 
soumise  et  appuyee  «  la  fin  de  IP  seance  orecodente. 


Decision!  j^a  premiere  phrase  d£  Ifi  Spotion 
qhppitre  yi,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
£,  savour  ^e  Conseil  de  Securite  devrait  Ttre 
compose  de  represent  ants  de  onze  rermbreB  de 

a  r^lson  dTun  p«r  mombre.1'  eet 


adoptee  a  Ifunanimit6  (six  Qbetentione)  . 


*f?ttbli4  par  •rrmr  ATM  !•  «rMol«  ZZI/O/U] 
Toir 
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Le  Delegue  de  Cub»,  qui  et»it  °bsent ^u  moment  du  vote, 
denrnde  gu'il  solt  Dris  tcte  du  f^lt  que  s*  delegation  *pt>rouve 
1**  premiere  phrase  de  la  Section  A  du  Chflpitre  VJ,  mais  expMme 
l!G8polr  que  d!Putres  delegations  s'emploieront  a  assurer 'le 
gcyire  de  representation  region«le  que  Cuba  prrconise,^  partlcullere 
ment  en  ce  qul  conccrne  le  systeme  region*.!  Inter-Amerlcain. 

*•  Question  de  Procedure . 

La  question  est  soulcvee  de  spvolr  si  une  mnjorlte  des 
dcux-tlers  dcs  volx  est  neccssnlrr  ou  non  D)ur  pp<>rouvcr  le  texte 
des  Propositions ^dc  Dumbarton  O^ks.  Lr  President^  aorce  lecture 
des  regies  «doptccs  pnr  le  Coniltc'  dc  Dlr- ctlon,  declpre  ,qufune 
m^Jorltc  des  deux-tiers  dcs  voix  eet  necresrire.  Lc5  President 
sifc.nrle  que  le  point  sulv^nt  du  Torogr^nne  des  trnvpux  est  IP 
deuxleme  phrase* de  IP  Section  A  du  Ohnpltre  VI,  et  declare  In 
seance  levee,  ^  12  h  30. 

1242  -  ?  - 
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on  International  Organization  Kay  17/1945 


COMMISSION  in        Security  Council 

Comlte  1    Organisation  et  Procedures 

t  AU  CQTTTE-RENDU  SOU  AIRE 


DE  LA  9IXIFME  S^AMCF  DU  CO"  'ITE  III  /I 

13  SSI  1945 
(Doc.  q?ff  .  III/1/18) 
Page  2: 


A  la  dftmande  riu  d^lpflrue  de  Cuba,  euT>r>rlmver  le  premier 
t>aragraiihe  Pt  IP  rpmr>laopr  nar  le  sulvant: 

''La  delegation  ^e  Cu^a  a  vote  en  faveur  du  texte  de  la 
r>remlere  r>rap.e  de  la  section  A  du  Chenltre  6  dee  propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks  nui  sti^ulent  oue  les  i.^mbres  du  Conseil  de 
S^curlte  e^ront  au  nonbre  de  11;  mais  ce  ^ote  ainsi  que  le 
retrait  de  ea  nro^oflition,  d'ar^rec  larsuelle^  le  nombre  de  ces 
Membree  dev^ait  etre  de  15,  ont  £t£  eujete  a  I'arjprohation 
par  la  -Conf  ^rence  de  I1  incorporation,  avec  la  libert£  d'actlon 
n^cessaire,  du  cyeteme  regional  interamericain  dans  I'Organi- 
satlon  Honrtlale." 

156fl 
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Nation*. Confer,**  55?g??iw«> 

on  International  Organization  111/1/12  (2) 

May  26,   1946 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Comlte  1    Structure  et  procedure 


CORRIGENDUM  AU  PROCES  VERBAL  RESUME 
DE  LA  SIXIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l, 

Le  12  mai  1945 
(Dob-  273  (FRENCH)  III/1/12) 

(Correction  demandee  t>ar  le  Delegue  du  Chill) 

Page  1,  dane  la  Section  1:  Supt>rimer  le  trolsleme 
Daragraphe  et  le  remplacer  oar  le  sulvant: 

Un  certain  nombre  de  delegations  qul  avalent  precedemment 
Dropoee  une  augmentation  du  nombre  dee  merabres  du  Consell, 
font  les  declarations  sulventes:,  la  Delegation  du  Honduras 
rot*  re  son  aTiendement.  Les  Delegues  do  I'EgyTDte,  de  Cuba 
et  cie  l!Eausteur  n'  Insistent  oas  sur  lours  a^iendements  mals 
esr>erent  que/leur  Doint  de  vue  pourra  8tre  adoote  d«ns  l!a- 
V' nlr.  Le  Delegue /du  Mexlque  en  retirnnt  son  amendement, 
precise  que  sa  Del4^atlon  continue  h  deslror  une  augmentation 
^u  ngmbre  des  membres  non-r>ermnnonts  st  au'^lle  espere  que 
ce  desir  sorq  realise  «=iussit6t  aue  les  circonstonces  le  r>er- 
mettront*  L^  D 'legation  Irnnienne  ne  retire  t^^s  son  amende- 
ment  mais  clle  n!lnsi8te  pas  sur  son  qdontlon  et  s'abstlendra 
de  voter,   Sur  In  demnnde  du  President,  le  Delegue  du  Chi^i 
retire  son  nmenderaent. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  iii/i/P  (ENOi'  * 

May  13,   1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


AGENDA  FOR  SEVENTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
May  14,  1945,  8:£0  £.m. 


(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Consideration  of  second  sentence  of  Sectidn  A,  Chapter 
VI,  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  and  of  the  amendments 
thereto  proposed  by  the  various  governments 

(3)  Consideration  of  remaining  provisions  of  Section  A, 
Chapter  VI,  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  and  of  the 
amendments  theroto  proposed  by  the  various  governments 

(4)  Other  business 

ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  3EPTIEMS  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
ii  Mai  1945.  a  20  h  20 

(1)  Resume  des  travaux  de  la  seance  precedents 

(2)  Etude  de  la  deuxieme  phrase  de  la  Section  A  du  Chapitre  VI 
des  Prop9sltions/de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  dee  amendements  qui 
y  ont  ete  prtposee  par  lee  divers  gouvernements 

(3)  fitude  du  reete  dee  dispositions  de  la  Section  A  du  Cha- 
pitre VI  dee  Proportions  de,  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  des  amen- 
dements qul  y  ont  ete  proposes  par  lee  divers  gouvernements 

(4)  Autree  questions 
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on  International  Organization  Si/1??? 

May  16, 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1  _  Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  SEVENTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  1  1  I/I 
Veterans  '  Building,  Room  223,  Mr.y  ljt>  19^5*  8:45  £.m 


The  seventh  meeting  of  the  Committee-  was  opened  by 
the  Chairman  at  8:45  p.m. 

1  •   Discussion  of  Sentence  2_  of  Section  A  ,  Chapter  VI 

Discussion  vas  opened  on  the  Mexican  proposal  to 
change  tho  designation  of  permanent  soats  on  the  Council 
to  "suml  -permanent",  which  would  givo  the  Assembly  on 
opportunity  at  tho  end  of  an  eight  -year  period  to  recon- 
sider the  allocation  of  seats  in  thJs  category.   Th^ 
Delegate  of  Mexico  indicated  that  he  would  be  willing  to 
withdraw  his  ~aiendment  on  condition  that  the  following 
final  phrase  relative  to  permanent  Council  scats  be 
added:   "as  the  status  .^hat  have  the  greatest  responsi- 
bility for  tho  maintenance  of  peace."  Tho  importance 
of  the  support  of  public  opinion  in  the  smaller  nations 
was  stressed. 

Tho  delegate  of  Cuba  noted  that  if  his  proposal  to 
substitute  the  word  "re-oiicible"  for  the  word  permanent" 
were  acceptable,  the  five  governments  would  be  indefinitely 
eligible  for  elect'"  on.   Tho  concept  of  pcinnanency  of  mem- 
bership, it  was  observed,  was  contrary  to  the  recognized 
principle  of  the  sovereign  equality  of-  status. 

In  opposition  to  the  Mexican  proposal,  the  continent 
was  made  that  states  designated  as  permanent  me-mbers  would 
not  have  the  sole  responsibility  for  tho  maintenance  of 
peace.  The  five  governments  had  boon  made  permanent 
members  because  they  foraiod  a  necessary  and  sufficient 
nucleus  of  power,  but  every  ncnbcr,  groat  or  small,  would  have 
the  same  obligation  to  do  all  within  ito  power  to  preserve 
peace.  The  opinion  was  voiced  that  while  it  V(is  possible 
to  refer  to  tho  primary  responsibility  of  the  -Security 
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Council  It  was  juridically  Impossible  to  Invest  cicnbor 
states  with  different  degrees  of  responsibilities. 

The  Delegate  of  Mexico  Indicated  that  he  would  bo 
willinp;  to  accept  the  distinction  between  porriancrit  and 
non-periiianunt  ucrib^ra  provided  it  wr.s  nade  clear  In  the 
text  that  the  ba3Jo  for  the  privileged  position  of  the 
purrie-nent  members  wc.s  sele.ly  the  juridical  principle  that 
norc  extended  richts  were  granted  to  these  status  which 
hcve  the  heaviest  obligations.  He  proposed  that  a  subcommittee 
be  set  up  to  find  r,  satisfactory  forriula  for  the  text.  The 

c-tc  of  Egyi;t  seconded  thu  Mexican  proposal. 


Decision;      The  addlMon  o     a   or  '.tor  Jon  for 

"         ' 


cr  co,   wca  re- 


Dec J.&4 on:      Tbe*  m"j£o»in-l    to  p'^bctitutc^  th£ 
jected  "by  <22  v^teo. 


Dec Ir,-* on:      TV>e  m"jpo».n-l    to   substitute 
wTu^ 

^jc^ctec 

The  Delegate   of  Braali   withdrew  hlt>   propose.!   as   to  the 
desirability   ol*  ^c-rnanent  Latiri  Anorlcii  repr^r-entation  on 
the   Security  Council ,    since    it  would  ontciJ    Jncreasing  the 
total  r.icnbershJp. 

pocJolon;      The_  Corjnlttee  did  iv'jt  favor 
the   crer-tion  cJf  a  sixth  "uerj.ianent" 


representing  UTtlh'TS.icr  ic:i  » 

The  discussion  then  turned  to  the  Canadian  proposal 
for  deletion  of  the  words  "in  due  couruo11.   The  statement 
was  nade  thct  the  tine  had  conic  to  accord  a  pcrri&nciit  seat 
to  Prnncc  . 

Decision;   The  proposal  to^  delete  the 
words  "in  due  couyae11'  Wfi3^"acceptcd  by 


Decision;   The  cc^rd^  sentcnco  of  Section 
cr  VJT  oT  tTie          ' 
"  aneiided"  *." 


r  was  accojTtcd  p>  a~voT5b  of 

~        —«—    —  -    — 


The  Duierjato  of  Cuba  vote  indicated  that  he  bad  voted 
in  the  negative  because  hlo  -delegation  believes  that  the 
expression  "permanent  nenbcr"  dees  not  conform  to  the 
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principle  of  the  juridical  equality  of  sovereign  nations, 
nor  to  the  realities  of  history,  which  proved  that  the 
group  of  groat  powers  could  undergo  changes  in  the  future 
as  it  had  in  the  past. 

2 .  Discussion  of  Sentence  3.  o£  Section  A ,  Chapter  VI 

The  Chairman  noted  that  the  proposals  to  be  considered 
fell  into  six  main  categories.  The  Delegate  of  the 
Netherlands  stated  that  he  had  not  offered  a  formal  amend- 
ment on  this  matter  but  meraly  nado  a  suggestion.  The 
Chairman  pointed  out  that  the  proposals  for  an  Increase 
in  the  non -permanent  seats  had  boon  prejudged  by  the 
earlier  decision  as  to  the  membership  of  the  Security 
Council;  no  objection  was  raised. 

The  Delegate  of  Egypt,  In  presenting  his  proposal 
to  group  the  nations  into  six  zones  and  elect  one  non- 
permanent  member  from  each,  stressed  the  impracticability 
of  applying  the  first  criterion  of  the  amendment  advanced 
by  the  sponsoring  governments  and  emphasized  the  impor- 
tance of  the  reference  to  equitable,  geographic  distri- 
bution. He  moved  that,  if  his  proposal  wore  approved 
in  principle,  a  subcommittee-  bo  appointed  to  consider 
the  matter.  The  Philippine  Delegate  seconded  the 
motion. 

In  opposition  to  the  Egyptian  proposal,  it  was 
pointed  out  that  the  members  of  the  Security  Council 
should  be  regarded  as  trustees  of  the  whole  Organization 
and  not  as  representatives  of  different  world  regions; 
and  that,  since  nations  who  could  help  to  preserve  peace 
and  security  should  be  elected  to  the  non -permanent 
scats,  unforeseeable  conditions  night  or  might  not  make 
regional  representation  desirable.  Furthermore,  it  was 
asserted  that  the  Egyptian  prcpocal  was  contrary  to  the 
first  part  of  the  amendment  of  the  sponsoring  governments, 
which  had  already  been  approved. 

Decision:  The  notion  o£  the  Egyptian 
Delegate-  to  appro vo  the  principle  of 
grouping  EHo  nations  into  zones  Tor  the 
election  oT^on -permanent  members  was 
rejeotod  5y  19  to  111 

The  Delegate  of  Uruguay,  in  discussing  his  Governments 
proposal  for  regional  representation  by  rotation,  argued 
that  unless  some  such  rule  were  adopted,  the  atmosphere 
of  bargaining  to  secure  places  on  the  Council  would  bo 
extremely  damaging* 
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Dec is ion t  The  Uruguayan  proposal  for 
rccionql  representation  "by  rotation 
vas  rejected  t»y  a  ycte  or  17  t  o  ff~ 

The  Delegate  of  India  withdrew  the  amendment  previously 
presented  by  his  Government. 

The  meeting  wao  adjourned  at  11:25  P.M. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RE8TRIST?LTOt«t*t 

r  M.         *•        i   /v.         •     *r  Doo.338  (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  m/i/i* 

May  16,  1945. 

COMMISSION  III       Security  Council 

Oomlte  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

COMBTE-RENDU  RESUME  DE  LA  SEPTIEME  SEANCE  DU  OOMITE  III/l 
Tenue  au  Veterans  Building.  Salle  223.  le  14  mal  1945. 

a  20  h  45. 
La  seance  est  ouverte  a  20  h  45. 

1.  Discussion  de  la  deuxleme  phrase  de,  ia  Section  &  fiu 
Chapltre  V£. 

La  discussion  est^uverte  sur  la  proposition  mexicalne 
tendant  a  changer  la  designation  de  "sieges  permanents"  au 
Qonsell  en  celle  de  "sieges  ^emi-permfnents11,  qul  dAnnerait 
a  lfAssemblee  la  posslbilite,  a  lf expiration  d'une  perlode  de 
hult  ans,  de ^reviser  la  repartition  dee  sieges  de  cette  cate'- 
gorie.  Le  Delegue  du  Mexlque  indique  qufll  accepteroit  de 
retirer  son  amendement  a  condition  gue  I1 on  pjoute,  in  fine 
la  phrese  sulvante,  relative  aux  sieges  permanents  \ •  eh 
tant  qu'Etats  assumant  la  plus  grande  responsabllite  pour 
lo  malntlen  de  la  palx.w  On  fait  observer  que  1'^ppul  de 
I1 opinion  publlque  des  petltes  nations  presente  une^grsnde 
Importance. 

Le  Delegue  de  Cuba  souligne  que  si  sa  proposition  de 
substltuer  le  mot  "reellglble"  au  mot  "permanent"  etalt  accep- 
tee,  les  Cinq  Oouvernements  pourralent  constamment  fitre  re- 
elus.  Le  concept  de  Id  prrmanenoe  de  certains  tltulalres  de 
sieges,  f flit-on  observer,  est  contfcalre  au  principe  reconnu 
de  1'egallte  souveralne  des  Etats. 

A  lfencontre  de  la ^proposition  mexicalne,  1'on  fait  re* 
^aarquer  que  les  Etsts  deslgnes  comme  membres  permanents 
ne-portornlunt  pn.a',eou3Bla  responsflbilite  ^du  malntien  de  la 
palx.  Les  Cinq  Qouvernemente  ont  ete  nomine  a  membres  permanents 
paroe  qu^ls  constituent  un  noyau  de  puissances  neceseaire  et 
sufflsant,  male  chaque  membre,  grend  ou  petit,  eurpit  la  mfime 
obligation  de  f»lre  tout  oe  qui  est  en  son  pouvolr  pour  maln- 
tenir  la  paix.  Lf opinion  est  exprimee  que  si  lfon  peut  parler 
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de  la  responeabilite  prlmordlale  du  Ooneeil  de  Securite,  11 
eeralt  Juridiquement  impossible  de  oonferer  a  dee  Etats  membree 
des  degres  differents  de  resoonspblll^e'. 

Le  Delegue  du  Mexlque  declare  qu'll  serpit  prfit  a  accep- 
ter la  distinction  entre  membres  permanents  et  non-permpnents 
pourvu  que  le  texte  ^ndiqufit  clalrernent  que  IR  ralson  de  la 
situation  privileglee  des  membres  prrmpnents  se  trouve  unique- 
ment  dans  le  principe  Juridlque  que  des  drolts  plus  etendus 
sont  reconnus  aux  Etats  ^qui  assument  les  obligations  lesjplus 
lourdes.  Un  Sous-Comlte  devrait  £tre  const  Itue  et  charge 
d'etoblir  un  texte  satlsfsisant.  Le  Delegue  epyptlen  appuie 

la  prooosltlon  mexlcnlne. 

• 

Dfclsion  i  L*  insertion  dfun  critere  pour  le  choix  des 
membres  permanent  sv  selon  la  prooosltlon  du  Delegue  du 
MexlQUC  .  est  re.lctee  ppr  ving^-trols  volx  contre  trols. 

Decision;  La  substitution  du  mot  "reeiiglble11  PU  mot 
"pcrmrnent"  prooosee  PPT  le  Deleguo  cub^ln  est  repoussee 
ylngt^deux  volx. 


^Le  Dc'legue  du  Bresil  retire  sa  proposition  concrrnant 
representation  peraanente  des  ppys  (3e  1'Amerique  Iptlne  au 
Conseil  dc  Securite  pprce  qufclle  entralnerait  lf  Augmentation 
des  membres  de  cet 


Decision:  l^e  Corr.lt^  repousse  IP  crcptlon  df  un  eixteme 
siege  permanent  destine  Q  I'Anerlaue  In.tine  . 

La  discussion  se  porte  ensulte  sur  IP  proposition  cpna- 
dlenne  de  suppression  des  note  "en  tenps  voulu11  .  On  f^it 
valoir  que  le  temps  eet  venu  d'accorfier  un  sleg^e  permanent  a 
la  France. 

Decision:  L£  proposition  ue  supprimer  les  mots 
youluw  est  adoptee  ppr  acclamation. 

Decision;  ^n  deuxleme  phrase  de  la  Section  4  SlJ  Chapltre 
VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbprton  Qp.ks  e.gt  adoptee  pveo 
la  suppression  susdlte  par  32  voix  contre  2. 

Le  Delegue  de  Cuba  expose  que  sfll  a  vote  non,  c!est 
pprce  que  sa  Delegation  estime  que  lf  expression  "membre  per- 
manent" n'est  pas  conforme  ^u  principe  de^l'egpllt^  Juridlque 
des  nations  soiiveralnes  n^n  plus  qufaux  reallt^s  de  I'histoire 
qul  prouvent  que  le  groupe'dea  grpndes  puissances  peut  subir 
des  modifications  dans  l^pvenlr  comme  11  en  a  subi   par  le 
passe. 
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2.  Disousslon  de  lg  troieleme  phrase  £e.,l£L  Section  £  du 
Ohr.pitre  VI- 

Le  President  constpte  aue  les  propositions  qul  ont  ete  / 
dej>osees  ^poartiennent  a  six  categories  princlpales.  Le  Dcle- 
feuo  neerlandals  declare  qufil  nf*  Das  formellcment  propose 
d * amendement  concernant  cette  phrase  nais  a  einplemcnt  fbrmulc 
une  suggestion.  Le  President  f^it  renmrquer  que  les  prooosl- 
tions  vlsnnt  ^unc  Augmentation  du^nombfce  'des  slege^  non  p-rmn- 
nents  ont  cte  prejugees  p^r  la  <?eclsion  ^ul  a^ete  prise  «u 
sujet  de  la  composition  du  Consell  de  fie'curlte;  aucune  objec- 
tion n'est  fplte  A  cette  manlere  de  volr. 

Lc  Delegue  de  1'Epypte,  en  soumettant  SP  prooosltion  de 
grouper  les  nations  eA  six  zones  pour  chacune  desquelles ^on 
ellr^it  un  membre  non  p^rn^ncnt,  soullgne  I1 inoossiblllte  d'ap- 
pliquor  le  premier  critere  figurpnt  d«ns  lf«mpndement  des 
puissances  invlt^ntes  et  montre  I1 Importnnfte  qu1!!  convlent 
d'attacher  a^une  •••epnrtltlon  gcogrnphique  equitable.  31  sa 
proposition  etalt  adontee  en  prlnclpc,  11  y  aurait  lieu  de 
nonncr  un  Sous-Conite'  pour  examiner  la  question.  Lc-  Delegue 
phllippln  appule  ccttc'ldre. 

II  est  fpit  remnrquer,  contre  la  proposition  egyptienne^ 
que  les  membres  du  Conscil  de  Securite  doivent  £tre  oonsl^eres 
conne  les  fondes  de  p-nivoirs  de  lfonsenblc  c»c  1  ^Organisation 
et  non  comne  les  r^prcscntants  c'e  dlff^rrntes  regions  du  monde 
et  que,  du  moment  que  les ^nations  qui  pouvcnt  contrlbuer  a 
melntenir  la  paix  et  la  se'curltc  dcvr^ient  6tre  elucs  «ux  slegep 
non  pcraanents,  des ^conditions  imprcvleibles  pourralent  rendre 
la  representation  rc:.  ionale  souhPlt^blc  ou  non.  II  est  fplt 
observer,  en  outre ^  quo  la  oroposltlon  egyptienne  va  a  l?en- 
contre  de  lr  orcilcrc  ^prrtle  cb  l'-nnendenent  des  Oouvernements 
invitants  qui  «  drjn  etc  ^porouvce. 

Decision!  t»  propoeltion  du  Deleru'  egyptlen  on  faveuf 
du^prlncipe  d'un  rroupcment  des  nations  en  zones  pour 
I1  election  Qe  membres  non  pernrnents  est  rejetee  ppr  J.9 
volx  coritre  11. 

Le  Delegue  de  I1 Uruguay,  en  devrloppnnt  la  proposition 
de  son  ftouvrrneinent  vle^nt  a  IP  creation  d'une  representation 
reglonale  par  rouienent,  fait  valolr  que  sfll  n'etnlt  adopte' 
aucune% regie  de  ce  genre,  I'^tnosphere  Ae  mnrch^ndage  qui 
dorr  it %  creed',  nutour-les  sieges  du  Coneeil  serait  des  plus 
regrettable  8. 
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Decisions  fra  proposition  Uruguay  enne  visant  une 
representation  regionale  realispe  par  youlement  est  r 
par  1?  yoix  oontro  9. 

Le  Delegue  dc  1'Inde  retire  le  projct  dfamendement  preoe- 
demment  depose  pnr  son  Gouvcrnement* 


La  seance  est  levre  a  23  h.25. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC  .  342  (  ENS  . ,  FR  . ) 

on  International  Organization 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedure 

AGENDA  FOR  EISHTJ  MEETINO  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Hei  1£,  1945.  10; 50  a.m. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  trpnsacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Continuation  of  consideration  of  third  sentence  of 
Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  and 
of  the  amendments  thereto  proposed  by  the  various 
governments. 

(3)  Consideration  of  remaining  orovlglons  of  Chapter  VI, 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  and  of  the  amendments  thereto 
proposed  by  the  various  governments. 

(4)  Other  business. 


Comite  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  HUITIEME  SEANCE  DU  COHITE  III/l 
le  lg  sal  1945,  i  10  h.£0 

(1)  Expose  des  cf.ebats  de  la  seance  precedente. 

(2)  Suite  de  I1 etude  de  IP  trolsieme  phrase  ae  la  Section  A 
Chapitre  VI.  des  Propositions  ,de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  des 
amendments  pertinents  proposes  p*r  les  dlfferents 
gouvernements. 

(3)  Etude  des  autres  dispositions  du  Chapitre  VI  des  Pro- 
positions de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  des  amendements  pertinents 
proDOses  par  les  differents  gouvernements . 

(4)  Autree  questions. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  RESTRICTED 

DOC.  380  (ENGLISH) 
III/1/17  , 
May  17,  19^5 

COMMISSION  III       Security  Council 

Committee  1  Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  EIGHTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223 >  May  16,  19^5 *  10:30  a.m. 

The  eighth  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Chairman. 

Welcome  ^to  the  Argentine  Delegate 

On  bch?.lf  of  the  Committee,  the  Chairman  extended  a  welcome 
to  the  Argentine  Delegate  who  attended  for  the  first  time. 

1.  Resumption  of  Discussion  of  Sentence  3  of  Section  A- 
Chapter  VI 

Two  amendments  proposed  by  Canada  and  Australia  were 
brought  up  for  discussion.  The  Canadian  amendment  proposed 
that  the  General  Assembly  should  adopt  rules  for  the  election 
of  non-permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  set  forth  In  the  amendments  of  the  four 
sponsoring  governments.  The  proposed  amendment  was  defeated 
(10  for  and  23  against). 

The  Australian  Delegate  stated  that  they  withdrew  their 
proposed  amendments  3*  5*  and  7  concerning  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI 
but  maintained  their  proposed  amendments  4  and  6.  The  former 
provided  that  "No  member  shall  bo  eligible  for  election  to  a 
non-permanent  seat  unless  it  has. . .entered  Into  a  special 
agreement  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  5 
of  Section  B  of  Chapter  VIII."  This  amendment  was  also  de- 
feated (4  for  and  27  against). 

The  third  sentence  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  reading: 

The  General  Assembly  should  elect  six  states  to> 
fill  the  non-permanent  seats,  due  regarTTolng  specially 
paid  In  the  first  instance  to  the  contribution  of  members 
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of  the  Organization  towards  the  maintenance  of 

international  peace  and  security  and  towards  the 
othor 'purposes  of  the  Organization,  and  also  t£ 
equitable  geographical  distribution* 

was  then  approved  by  a  vote  of  32  to  4. 

The  fourth  sentence  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  dealing 
with  the  election  of  non-permanent  members  for  a  term  of  two 
years  was  then  taken  up. 

Tho  Now  Zealand  amendment  called  for  tho  insertion  of 
the  words  "unless  the  Assembly  otherwise  decides,"  before 
the  fourth  sentence  of  Section  A  and  the  joining  together  of 
this  with  the  following  sent once,  so  that  the  question  of  term 
of  years  and  the  rooligibllity  of  non-permanent  members  would 
both  be  loft  entirely  to  tho  decision  of  the  GoncT.il  Assembly. 
This  amendment  was  defeated  (2  for  and  33  against). 

The-  Venezuelan  DeOogabc  stated  that  hie  Government  had 
already  prepared  an  additional  amendment  on  this  paragraph 
but  in  view  of  Committee  action  junt  t.'J<xn  this  amendment  would 
bo  withdrawn. 

The  fifth  sentence  of  Section  A  doalinc  with  the  question 
Of  the  restriction  against  the  immediate  eligibility  for 
reelection  of  the  non-permanent  members  was  then  taken  up. 
An  Australian  aniond^iont  providing  that  no  retiring  member 
shall,  without  the  permission  of  the  General  Assembly,  bo 
immediately  reellgiblc  was  then  brought  up  for  discussion. 
Thoso  in  favor  of  the  amendment  argued  that  thor^  might  bo 
•circumstances  which  world  make  It  desirable  for  a  non-permanent 
member  to  bo  ii:iiaudlato3y  reeloctcd.  Those  who  opposed  the 
amendment  argued  that  the  limitation  was  only  for  one  year 
and  that  tho  removal  of  such  limitation  might  do  away  with 
the  distinction  of  permanent  and  ia  on- permanent  members.  This 
proposed  ancndMont  was  defeated  (2  for  and  3->  against).  The 
text  of  tho  fifth  sentence  of  the  original  propos-l—They  should 
not  be  J.!.inu.dlatoly  eligible  for  reelection,  was  then  approved 

Uy  tu  07. 

The  last  sentence  in  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  was  then 
brought  up  for  discassion.  An  ar.i^ndiai;iit  proposed  by  Liberia 
that  tho  non-purriianert  members  should  bo  elected  in  a]pha- 
botical  order  so  that  a]l  non-porin,uicnt  members  could  have  a 
chancu  to  sorvu  was  dofratod  (2  for  find  36  against).  There- 
upon thu  original  text  was  adopted  by  n  vobe  nf  4u  to  0, 
tho  text  reading- -In  tlic  fijat  ^IjjctVon  of  thu  non-permanent 
members  three  should  W^JSllfiili1*  12%  jl^e  'Guriu_ral  Assembly  for 
one -year  tor  ins""  nnd  J^i^ee  Jlo^r  two-'yT/.tr  tcrus « 
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The  Netherlands  Delegate  stated  that  certain  amendments 
to  Chapter  VIII 9  already  submitted  by  his  Government,  bore 
directly  upon  the  voting  procedure  of  the  Security  Council. 
He  reserved  the  right  to  bring  them  before  the  Committee  at 
the  proper  time.  This  was  approved. 

The  Chairman  then  raised  the  question  whether  they  should 
immediately  proceed  to  the  discussion  of  Section  B.  It  was 
suggested  that  since  it  would  facilitate  work  In  another  com- 
mittee it  would  be  better  to  take  up  Section  C  first  at  the 
next  meeting. 

The  suggestion  was  adopted  and  the  meeting  adjourned 
at  12:20  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  380  (FRENCH) 
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on  International  Organization  May  17    19^5 


COMMISSION   III        Security  CouncU 

Comlt£  1  Organisation  et  procedure 

Compte  rendu  sommaire  de  la  huitieme  seance  du  Comlt£  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Salle  223,  ^  Mai  19^5,  10  h.*>0 


Le  President  declare  ouverte  la  huitieme  stance  du  Comltei 

Souhaits  de  bienvenue  au  dele^ue  die  1!  Argentine 

Au  nom  du  Comlte  le  President  souhaite  la  bienvenue  au 
delegue  de  lf Argentine  qui  assiste  pour  la  premiere  fois  aux 
debats. 

Suite  de  la  discussion  de  la  phrase  3  de  la  Section  A  du  Cha- 
pltre  7T ] 

La  discussion  est  ouverte  sur  deux  amendements  presentes 
par  les  delegations  du  Canada  et  de  1'Australie.  Lfamendement 
canadien  suggere  que  I'Assemblee  generale  adopte,  pour  1T Elec- 
tion des  membres  non^permanentd  du  Conseil  de  Securlte,  des 
regies  conformes  aux  principes  qul  sont  exprimes  dans  les  amen- 
dements des  quatre  Gouvernements  invitants*  Get  amendement  est 
rejete  par  23  volx  contre  10* 

Le  representant  de  1'Australle  declare  que  sa  delegation 
retire  les  amendements  nos  3,  5  et  7  a  la  Section  A  du  Chapitre 
VI,  mais  maintlent  les  amendements  nos  Ij.  et  6.  Le  premier  de 
ces  amendements  stipule  que:  MAucun  membre  ne  pourra  etre  £lu 
a  un  siege  non  permanent  s!ll  n!a.,i«  contracte  un  engagement 
special  en  ccnfo^mlts  avec  les  dispositions  du  paragraphe  5  de 
la  Section  B  du  Cbapitre  VIII. "  Cat  amendement  est  Egalement 
repouss^  par  27  voix  contre  i|. 

Le  texte  sulvant  de  la  trolsleme  phrase  de  la  Section 
A  du  Chapitre  VI  est  approuvE  par  32  volx  contre  !).• 

"Lf Assemblee  generale  devralt  designer  six  Etata  pour 
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occupor  los  sieges  non  pormancnts  ,  on  tenant  compte  on  premier 
llou  do  In  contribution  des  mcmbres  do  1!  Organisation  au  main"*' 
tion  cjc[  Tfc"  paix  ot"cT(rTa"^o'curit6  Internationales  ct  aux  nutres 
ins  do  TTdrfjEnisntlon  ainsi  quo  d'uno  rSpartition  gooflraphlquo 


Lc  Comit<5  procedo  a  I'exnmen  dc  la  quatrieme  phraso  do  la 
Section  A  du  Chapitro  VI,  relative  a  lf  Election  des  mcmbres  non 
pcrmcnonts  pour  uno  dufree  de  deux  ans*  La  delegation  noo-z6lan- 
dr.lso  rvr.it  prosentd  un  cxraondomcnt  conslstnnt  a  inserer  los  mots 
|!A  moins  qufollc  n'cn  decide  autremont11  au  d6but  do  la  quatrlcme 
phrrso  dc  la  section  A  et  o  lior  cotte  phrase  5  la  suivanto  de 
to]  la  sorto  quo  la  question  de  la  dur^o  du  mandat  et  celle  do 
Ir,  rooliglblllto  dec  membrcs  non*permanonts  solont  Ialss6es  l!u- 
nc  ct  1'autro  ontlorcmont  r*  la  decision  do  lf  AGnembl<5c  Gon<5rale. 
Cot  amcndomcnt  cst  repousse  par  trente-trois  voix  contre  2t 


Lc  d6leguc  du  Venezuela  declare  quc  son  gouvcrnomcnt  ^ 
proprre  un  amcndomcnt  additionnel  a  cc  pcragraphe  mc.is  qu'etant 
donno  In  decision  quo  le  Comit6  vlont  de  prendre,  11  !«  retlrora, 

Lei  cinguicme  phrnso  de  In  Section  A  relative  aux  restric- 
tions apportecs  a  In  ro6llgibllit6  immediate  ^dcs  Membrcs  non- 
pormanonts,  cct  cxrr.ineo  pr-r  lo  Comit6t  II  etudie  un  amendcment 
austrnlion  prevoyant  qu'aucun  membre  sortnnt  ne  scrr\  Imm6diate- 
mont  rceligiblc  sans  I'assentlment  do  I'Asscmbloc  g6n6rale»  A 
I'nppui  dc  cot  amendcment  on  fait  observer  qufll  pourralt  sc  pro- 
dulre  dos  cr.s  ou  la  reelection  Immediate  d'un  Mombre  non-  perma- 
nent sernit  souhritrble.  ^Lec  adversalrcs  du  memo  amcndomont  foni 
rcmn.rqucr  quo  le  dolal  pr^vu  act  d!unc  ^nnce  soulomont  et  que  si 
on  le  supprimo,  on  risque  do  frire  dlspnraftre  on  meme  temps  la 
distinction  ontrc  mcmbrcs  pcmnncnts  ct  mombrcs  non-permanents* 
L'cmcndomcnt  ost  ropouss6  par  35  voix  contre  2.  Lo  toxte  de  la 
cinqulcmc  phrnco  do  la  proposition  orlglncllc:  tflla  ne  dovraicnt 
pas  etrc  imncdintomont  rocSligiblcs11  cst  alors  approuvS"  par  J9 
voix  contre  Ot 

Lo  Conit6  pnsso  a  1'cxamen  de  la  dornicro  phrase  du  thapltre 
fit  Un  Ar.iendoncnt  du  Liberia  proposant  que  les  Mambros  non- 
pornancnts  solcnt  5lus  p?  r  ordre  alphab£tique  afln  qi  f  ils  alent 
tous  lf  occasion  de  sieger  est  '<5carto  prr  30  voix  contro  2\  puis 
lo  toxto  orlglncl  ouivant  dcs  propositions  est  adopto  a  1'una- 
nlmlt6  de  1^.0  votants< 

"  ~  la  premiere  election  dos  Mombre  a  non-pormancnts  •  trois 
dovrr.ient  etrp  choisls  par  I'As'sombloe  ffenerrilo  pour  une  perTo- 
do  dTun"TTn  ot  trols  pour  uno  p6rlodo  do  deux  ans  t 

Le  D6l6gu£  doo  Pays-Bas  declare  quo  oortains  amendements 
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ru  Chnpltro  VIII  d<5ld  pr<5sent<5s  par  son  gouvernemcnt,  viccnt 
dlroctemont  la  procoduro  de  vote  du  Consoll  do  Securlt<St  II 
se  reserve  lo  drolt  dc  los  sounottro  r.u  Comlte  on  temps  oppor- 
tun.  Cotte  domando  ost  accuolllic  favoroblomontf 

Le  Pr6sidcnt  soulovc  la  question  dc  snvoir  si  Ic  Cor.l- 
t6  dolt  dlscutor  Imn^dlptement  la  section  B;  cot  arrangement 
dcvr.nt  facllltcr  lo  travail  dfun  autro  comlt6,  on  propose  d1  exa- 
miner, aup£ravant,la  section  C  a  In  prochalnc  seance • 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  iii/i/So  (ra-EN<J-> 

Hay  17,  1945. 


COMMISSION  m        Security  Council 

Gomlt£  1.   Organisation  et  Procedure. 


ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  IA  NEUVTEME  B^NCE  DU  GOMITE 
17  mai  1945,  15JU30. 

(l)  Exposl  dee  travaux  de  la  stance  pr£c£dente. 

(£>  Examen  de  la  Section  0  du  Ohapltre  VI  dea  Preposi- 
tions d  e  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  des  amendements  a  oette 
Section  presentee  par  divers  gouvernementa. 

(3)  Autree  questions. 


AGENDA  FOR  NINTH  MECTINO  OP  OOMMITTp  III  A. 
May  17,  1945,  3:00  p.m. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting. 

(2)  Consideration  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI.  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals |  and  of  the  amendments  thereto  proposed  by 
the  various  governments. 

(3)  Other  business. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  Si  A/19  ^    * 

May  18, 


COMMISSION  •  HI        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  NINTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223*  May  17,  19^5*  2:15.  £•£• 

The  ninth  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  opened  by  the 
Chairman  at  3:^5  p.m. 

1.   Consideration  of  Section  £,  Chapter  VI 

The  question  was  raised,  in  connection  with  the  voting 
provisions  adopted  by  the  four  sponsoring  governments  at  the 
Yalta  Com'erence,  how  the  "veto  power"  of  the  permanent 
members  of  the  Security  Council  would  operate.   The  hope  was 
expressed  that  a  full  explanation  thereof  would  be  offered  by 
the  sponsoring  governments,  es  it  was  felt  that  a  greet 
opportunity  to  lead  the  world  toward  a  better  security  system 
h<-;d  been  lost  in  the  form  of  the  voting  procedure  proposed. 

The  delegate  of  one  of  the  sponsoring  governments,  in 
response,  expressed  the  view  that  a  permanent  member  ceuld  not 
prevent  the  investigation  by  tho  Security  'Council  of  c  dispute 
under  the  provisions  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A.   A  pcrmrnont 
member  not  party  to  a  dispute,  however,  could  exercise  its 
"veto  power  in  tho  case  of  a  recommendation  or  decision  by 
the  Council.   Altnough  in  practice  the  Council  could  rot  nrme 
a  permanent  member  as  oggrcssor,  public  opinion  would  be  in 
o  position  to  do  so  after  the  issues  h^d  been  investigated 
by  the  Council. 

In  tho  ensuing  discussion,  one  delegate  differed  with 
this  interpretation,  maintaining  thct  the  rdverse  vote  of  c 
permanent  member  could  paralyze  action  by  tho  Security  Council 
in  every  stage  of  the  pacific  settlement  of  a  dispute.  He 
mc.intcined  thct  tho  voting  procedure,  which  might  "bo  rcceptablo 
as% of  necessity  as  regards  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  wrs  un- 
ju&tifiablo  when  applied  to  the  whole  Charter,  and  particularly 
to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  and  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C, 
paragraphs  1  and  2.  He  took  strong  objection  to  the  amendment 
process,  which  vould  permit  one  permanent  member  to  block 
attempts  to  porfect  tho  Charter. 

«*il*] 
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The  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands  recommended  that  the 
Committee  adopt  his  Government's  proposal  to  Incorporate 
in  Chapter  VIII*  Section  A*  tho  provisions  relating  to  the 
determination  of  a  threat  to  the  peaoo  contained  In  Ohnater  VIE* 
Section  B*  paragraphs  1  rnd  2  (Doc.  2*  Q/7  (J)(l)*  p.  5J'  Ho 
observed  that  the  function  of  determining  the  existence  of  fi 
throat  to  the  peace  was  a  quasl-judloinl  function*  similar  to 
the  functions  outlined  In  Chapter  VIII*  Section  A*  and  dis- 
tinct from  the  executive  function  of  taking  necessary 
measures  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  contained  In  Chapter 
VIII*  Section  B.  The  need  to  distinguish  betveon  the  two 
functions*  a  distinction  not  adequately  drawn  in  tho 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals*  was  of  special  significance  in 
view  of  the  differing  voting  procedure  applicable  to  the 
two  sections.  Ho  expressed  the  opinion  thr.t  an  organization 
for  tho  maintenance  of  peace  would  not  bo  worthy  of  the 
name*  and  would  bo  unablo  to  fulfil  Its  function  effectively* 
if  it  were  not  able  to  determine  the  existence  of  c  thrort 
to  the  poaco  without  the  concurring  votes  of  tho  permanent 
members . 

The  Delegate  of  Frrjnce  stated  that  although  his  Govern- 
ment hcd  proposed  amendments  to  Chapter  VI*  Section  C*  it 
would  bo  willing  to  accept  tho  voting  procedure  as  proposed 
at  the  Crimea  Conference.  He  indicated  that  he  would  havo 
favored  certain  modifications  In  tho  voting  procedure  if 
tho  successful  creation  of  the  Organisation  would  not  be 
thereby  jeopardized. 

In  general  the  delegates  participrting  in  the  discussion 
wore  agreed  that  tho  voting  provisions*  while  not  perfect 
in  theory*  especially  with  reference  to  procedures  of 
pacific  settlement*  were  probably  nocessrry  for  purposes  of 
enforcement  action.  The  points  wero  rnisod  that  tho  voting 
procedure  wr.s  consistent  with  political  realities;  thrt  its 
acceptance  in  whole  or  in  part  was  a  necessary  condition  for 
the  erection  of  the  Organization;  and  thrt  the  Organization 
would  break  down  in  the  event  oaf or cement  action  wore  under- 
taken cgainst  r  permanent  member.  The  progress  which  had 
been  made  ovor  tho  rule  of  unanimity  in  tho  League  Covenant 
was  mentioned. 


The  meoting  adjourned  at  5:*tO  p.m, 
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COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comltcf  1.      Organisation  et  Procedure 


QOMPTE-RENDU  SOI^IAIRE  D_E  LA  NEUyiEME.  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/1_ 
Veterans  Building,  SaJLle  223,  le  17  raai  1945,  15  h.  45. 

La  neuvieme  seance  du  Comite'  eat  de'clarc e  ouverte  par 
le  President  k  15h.45. 

1.   Exam  en  de  la  Becjfcip.n  C,,  Chan  it  re  Y£ 

Au  sujet  des  dispositions  adoptees  par  les  quatre  JEJOU- 
vernements  invitants  a  la  Conference  de  Yalta,  on  souleve 
la  question  de  savoir  comment  fonctlonnera  le  "drolt  de 
veto"  des  Membres  permanents  du  Consell  de  Stfcurite'.   On 
exprirae  lfespoir  quo  les  gouv^rnements  invitants  donneront 
des  explications  completes  sur  ce  point,  car  on  a  le  senti- 
ment que  le  mode  de  vote  propose  a  fait  disparaltre  une 
grange  posslbllite'  de  conduire  1.  mondc  vers  un  meilleur 
re'gime  de  scfcurite. 

Le  De'l^gue'  de  1'un  des  gouvernements  invitants  rJpond 
en  faisant  remarquor  qu'un  membre  permanent  du  Consell  ne 
pourra  pas  ^mptch^r  lc^  Consell  de  Se'curite'  de  faire  une  en- 
qu^te  sur  un  differcnd,  conformement  aux  dispositions  de  la 
Section  A  du  Chapitre  VIII.   Toutefoia,  un  membre  permanent 
non  partle  a  un  litigo  pourrnlt  cxercer  son  Adroit  de  veto" 
dans  le  cas  dfune  rrconn-»ndition  ou  drune  de'cision  du.  Con- 
seil,   Bien  qufen  pratique, le  Conseil  ne  puicse  stigraatiser 
du  nom  dfagresseur  un  mnmbre  permanent,  lr opinion  publlque 
aurait  toute  facilite/  de  le  fairc,  apris  que  le  Conseil  au- 
rait  termine'  son  enqufcte  sur  le  fond  de  I1  affaire. 

Au  cours  des  de'bats  qul  suivent,  lfun  des  de'le'gue'e  pre'- 
sente  une  opinion  divergente  sur  cette  interpretation  et 
maintient  qu*un  vote  de'favorable  de  la  part  d'un  inerabre  ^per- 
manent pourrait  entraver  I1 action  du  Conseil  de  S^curite 
A  chaque  e'chelon  de  la  procedure  de  r^glement  paoifique  dfun 
diff^rend.   II  maintient  que  la  procedure  de  vote  qui  pour- 
rait  fctre  acceptable  en  raisbn  de  son  caract&re  de  ncfcessit^, 
pour  le  Chapltre  vm  Section  B,  est  Injustifiable  lors- 
qu^lle  s'appllqualt  a  lr ensemble  de  la  Charte,  et  partlculld- 
ment  au.Chapitre  VIII  Section  A.  et  au  Chapltre  VIII  section  C, 
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paragraphes  1  et  2.   II  s'oppoot;  vivcnent  a  In  procedure 
dJaiTiendencnt  qui  pornettralt  a  tin  sctil  ner_ibre  permanent 
de  fnlre  obstacle  A  toutc  tent-ti^e  de  perfectionnenent 
de  la  Chart e. 

Le  Dclo'gue  des  Poya-Bns  recorarnande  que  le  Oolite 
ndopte  le  proposition  de  son  gouvornement  d1 Incorporer  a 
la  section  A  du  Chapitrc  VIII,  les  dispositions  relatives 
a  In  determination  d!unc  r*cnace  contro  la  paix,  qui  flgu- 
rent  au  Chapitre  VIII , Section  3,  paragraphes  1  et  2.  (Doc. 2, 
S/?,  (J)  (1)  p. 4).   II  fait  observer  quc.  le  soin  de  de'ter- 
Tiiner  I1  existence  d'une  nenace  centre  la  paix  est  une  fonc- 
tion  quisl-Judiclalre  de  r.frme  nature  que  ies  fonctlons  e'nu- 
n/rees  a  la  Section  A  du  Chapiiro  VIII  et  bien  ^distlncte  de 
la  fonctlon  executive,  qui  consists  a  pr^ ndre  ies  nesurcs 
nocessaires  au  ivalnticn  cLe  la  pa?x,  InqUs^llo  figure  a  la 
Section  B  du  Ch^nitre  VIII.   LP  no'c^ssito'  d'etnbllr  entrev 
cec  deux  fonctlons  une  Distinction  qui  rJa  pas  etc?  suffi-" 
sarrient  nnrquee  dnna  los  r)ror)O3lt ions  *.?  Dunb^rton  Oaks, 
prcnd  une  signification  socclnle  en  raison  dec  dlfferentc 
inoies  •"'e  votes  aopllc^blea  aux  cleux  sections.  II  exr>rlne 
I1  opinion  au'une  brncanication  dcstino'e  iu  nnlntlcn  de  la 
palx  nr-  seralt  pas  dlgn^  de  cc  non  'rt  soralt  incaoablc 
d'exeroer  oes  fonctions  d!une  nnnl^r   ^fficace,  si  elle 
n1  etnlt  pa^  a  nt^ne  de  d  't emlnc r  I1  c^xistenc^  d!uno  nenace 
a  la  palx  S"»ns  ttrr*  obllgo^  d'obtonlr  a  cet  effet  le  vote 
favorable  des  nenbreo  pernanents. 

Le  De'lo'gue7  de  lr^  Franco  d/clare  que  bien  que  son  gou- 
vernenent  ait  nropooex  ^.es  anenderu'nts  au  Chanltre  VI,  Sec- 
tion C,  11  nccepterait  volont-lers  le  no^.e  clo  vote  pro-oose' 
a  la  Confo'rence  de  Crlnee.   II  soullgno  qu!ll  tie  serait 
de'clare'  en  favour  qe  certalnes  modifications  a  la  procedure 
do  vote  si  cette  ne^ure  n'avait  paa  niu  en  danger  le  succes 
de  I1 etabllssenent  de  I1 Organisation. 

En  ge'n^'ral,  It  s  D/l/gues  participant  ?u  debat  tonbent 
d1  accord  r,our  consid-'rer  qu^  lee  dispositions  rrevues  au 
sujet  du  vote,  bien  qu:  n'etant  pis  parfaites  ,en  the'orle, 
tout  partlcull^re^ent  sur  lo  oolnt  du  node  de  r^glement 
pnclflque  des  dlfferends,  sont  rrobnblencnt  ne'cessaires  au 
point  de  vue  des  p/tho'les  coercitives.   On  fait  renarquer 
que.  le  node  ^e  vote  est  corrvvtlble  avec  Ies  rcTilitcs  r)oll- 
tlques;  que  eon  acceptation  entiere  ou  rartiello  est  une 
condition  ne/ccssaire  a  In  cr/ntion  de  I1  Organisation;  et 
que  I1  Organisation  s '  e'crouler^it  au  cas  ou  des  meaures  coer- 
citives seralent  ent reprises  contrc  un  nenbre  nernanent. 
On  rar^elle  a  cat  o'gard  Irs  ".^rogres  qui  ont  e'te'  re'aliee'e 
sur  la  r£gle  d'unanlnlte'  flpurant  au  pacte  de  la  Soclete- 
des  Nations. 

La  se'ance  est  1've'e  d  17  h.40. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  5!*g?*?  ENGLISH) 

on  international  Organization  111/1/19  (i) 

May  21, 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDA  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  NINTH  MEETING 
'CTr'C<PHMITTOETll/lJ  TtA7~17,   19^5 

(Doc.  ^1£  (English),    III/1/19) 

Page  1,  first  paragraph  under  subheading  1: 

Insert  after  the  opening  -phrase,  "The  question  was  raised", 
the  words  "by  the  Delegate  of  New  Zealand". 

Page  l,  second  paragraph  under  subheading  1: 

Insert  after  the  opening  phrase,  "The  delegate  of",  the 
words  "the  United  Kingdom,"  so  that  the  first  line  will  read: 
"The  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom,  one  of  the  sponsoring 
governments,  ..." 

Page  1,  last  paragraph! 

Delete  this  paragraph  and  substitute  the  following  paragraph: 

"The  Delegate  of  Australia  said  that  a  clear  distinction 
should  be  drawn  between  pacific  settlement  of  disputes  under 
Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  and  action  taken  to  deal  with  threats 
to  peace  or  acts  of  aggression  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B. 
Countries  which  might  be  prepared,  reluctantly,  to  accept  a  right 
of  veto  by  the  great  powers  upon  action  under  VIII,  B,  could  see 
no  reason  at  all  for  their  having  a  right  of  veto  under  VIII,  A. 
Under  the  Yalta  formula,  parties  to  a  dispute  under  VIII,  A,  were 
debarred  from  voting.  In  agreeing  to  this  provision  the  coun- 
tries represented  at  Yalta  would  seem  to  have  intended  to  go  ' 
further,  namely,  to  admit  that  countries  which  are  not  parties 
to  a  dispute  should  not  be  permitted  through  exercise  of  their 
veto  to  prevent  steps  fox1  pacific  settlement/  Such  steps  wore 
in  the  interests  of  all  power/i,  great  and  small.  He  proceeded  to 
analyze  each  paragraph  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  as  amended  by 
the  four  sponsoring  governments,  and  pointed  out  that  on  a  strict 
legal  interpretation  the  right  of  veto  affected  practically  every 
paragraph  of  Chapter  VIII.  5his,  Jie  said,  was  quite  unjustifiable, 
and  he  appealed  to  the  four  sponsoring  governments  to  reconsider 
their  position  on  this  point  .  The  Australian  Delegate  also 
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referred  to  the  effect  of  the  Yalta  formula  on  voting  procedure 
upon  regional  settlement  of  disputes .  He  pointed  out  that,  un- 
less it  was  a  party  to  the  dispute  in  question,  a  great  power 
could  veto  action  under  the  first  paragraph  of  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  C.  As  regards  an  enforcement  action  under  VIII,  C,  para- 
graph 2,  the  right  of  veto  operated  even  though  a  great  powor 
might  be  a  party  to  the  dispute.  He  referred  to  an  Australian 
amendment  under  which  action  could  be- taken  under  VIII,  C,  para- 
graph 2,  on  a  majority  decision  of  seven  members  of  the  Council, 
including  throe  only  of  the  permanent  members.  Ho  added  that 
the  veto  power  of  the  permanent  members  becamo  evon  more  sig- 
nificant, when  one  considered  the  provisions  of  Chapter  XI. 
Under  this  Chapter,  which  doals  with  amendments  to  the  Charter, 
the  amendment  put  forward  by  the  four  sponsoring  governments 
mc.dc  it  possible  for  them  to  maintain  their  right  of  veto  in 
perpetuity.  No  amendment  of  the  Charter  of  any  kind,  however 
unimportant,  could  come  into  force  unless  each  and  every  one  of 
the  great  powers  consented.  Such  a  prevision  would  make  it 
extremely  difficult  for  governments  to  secure  the  necessary  sup- 
port in  their  respective  countries  for  ratification  of  the 
Charter.  He  again  appealed  to  the  representatives  of  the  four 
sponsoring  governments  to  reconsider  their  position  and  to  make 
it  clear  at  least  that  the  right  of  veto  should  in  no  case  be 
applicable  to  pacific  settlement  of  disputes  under  Chapter  VTII 
Section  A." 
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2  he  United  Nations  Conference  Doo.  ^17 

on  International  Organization 


COMMISSION  III        Security  CouncU 

Comite  1  Organisation  et  Procedure 

CORRIGENDUM  AU  OOMFTE  ftBHLiU  30MMAIRE  DE  LA  ligUYAgMB  SEANCE 
DU  OQMITE  IIlAt  I£  17  MAI  19»5 
(Doo*  417  (French),  III/1/19) 

Page  1,  paragraphe  1,  premier  allnea,  deuxleme  llgne: 

Remplacer  ^on  soul  eve11  par:  "le  Delegue  de  la  Nouvelle- 
Zelande  souleve". 

Page  1,  paragraphe  1,  deuxleme  alln&a,  premiere  llgne: 

Remplacer  "de"  par  "du  Royaume-Unl",  de  faoon  que  la  pre- 
miere llgne  se  Use:  "Lf  Del&gue  du  Royaume-Unl  9  l!\an  des  gou- 
vernements  Invltants,  repond-. . .  ^  " 

Pago  1,  paragraphe  1,  dernlor  allnea: 

Supprlmer  oet  allnea  ot  le  remplaoor  par  le  toxto  aulvant: 

MLe  DeleguS  do  1' Australia  declare  qu'uno  distinction  olalro 
devralt,8tre<  falte  ontro  le  rogloment  paclflquc  do  dlfforonds 
oonformomont  au  Ghapltro  VIII>% Section  A,  ot  loe  mesurcs  prises 
pour  falre  faoe  a  do 5  menaces  a  la  palx  ou  a  doe  actos  d'agr^sslon 
oonf ornament  au^Chapltre  VIII,  Section  B.  Dos  pays  qu£  so  rosl- 
gncraiezta  oonoedor  un  drolt  de  voto  aux  grandos  pulssonoos  on 
application  du  paragraphe  B  du  Ch&pltro  VIII,  no  volent  auouno 
ralson  pour  quo  cos  puissances  aiont  un  dro£t  do  veto  en  appli- 
cation du  paragraphe  A  du  Chap*  VIII.  D'apros  la  formula  do 
Yalta,  dos  parties  a  tin  dlfforond,  solon  los  clauses  du  Chapl- 
tre  VIII,  A,  sont  prlvoos  du-  dro^t  do  voto.  .  En  convonant  do 
X^ette  disposition,  les  pays  represent 6s  a  Yalta  somblent  avoir 
voulu  aller  plus  loin,  a  savolr:  admettro  qu'on  ne  dolt  pas  per- 
mettre  aux  pays  qul  ne  sont  pas  parties  a  un-  dlf f erond  do  falre 
obstacle,  par  I'exeroToe  ao  lour  aroiu  do  voto,  a  dos  mesuros 
de  regloment  paolflaue.  DQ  tolles  mesuros  sont  do  !TlntorBt 
de  toutes  los  pulssanoos,  grondes  ot  potltos.  L1 or a tour  analy* 
se  alors  chaque  paraaraphe  du  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  A,  tols 
qu'lls  o|it  etc  rovlsos  par  les  qua tre  gouvernomonts  Invltants, 
et  slgnale  qu'uno  strlote  Interpretation  jurldlquo  du  drolt  de 
veto  affocte  pratlquemont  chaquo  paragrapho  du  Chapltro  VIII. 
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Cola,  dit-11,  ost  t out -i -fait  In Justifiable,  et  11  en  appello 
aux  quatre  gouvcrnements  invltantj  ^ouy  qu'lls  roexamlnont 
leur  attitude  sur  oo  point*  Le  Deloguo  do  I1 Australia  men- 
tlonno  ogalomcnt  los  effots  do  la  f ormulc  do  Yalta  sur  la  pro- 
cedure de  vote  au  sujot  du  regloment  regional  do  dlfferonds,  II 
fait  observer  pu'uno  grando  puissance,  a  molns  qu'elle  no  spit 
partle  au  dlfforend  en  question,  pourralt  opposer  son  veto  a 
I1 action  provuo  au  premier  paragraphc  du  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  C» 
Quant  aux  mosuros  ooercltlvos  prevues  au  paragraphc  2,  VIII,  C, 
le  drolt  do  veto  ser^lt  offoctlf  mcme  si  unc  grando  puissance 
otalt  partle  au  dlfforend.  Lf  Or at our  mentlonne  un  amendement  aus- 
trallen  selon  lequol  des  me sur 03  pourralont  otro  prises  on  vertu 
de  VIII,  Cj  paragraphe  2,  a  la  suite  d'uno  dociolcn   prise  a 
la  majorlte  do  sept  membros  du  Consell,  oompronant  soulement 
trols  des  membres  pormanents.  II  ajoute  quo  J.e  drolt  de  veto 
des  mombros  pormanents  devlont  onooro  plus  slgnlfloatlf  si  I1 on 
tlent  compte  des  dispositions  du  Chapltre  XI.  %D'apres  ce  Cha- 
pltre, qul  tralto  la  quostlon  des  amendomonts  a  la  Charto,  les 
amcndemcnts  souml.s  par  les  quatre  gouvernoments  Invltants  leur 
permettent  de  malntcnlr  a  perpetulto  lour  drolt  de  veto,  Aucun 
amcndoment  a  la  Charto,  si  Inslgnlflant  solt-11,  no  pourrait 
ontrer  en  vlgucur  a  molns  que  chacune  dos  grandos  puissances 
nfy  consento.  Unc  tollo  disposition  rondralt  extremement  dlffl- 
cllo  aux  gouvornononts  d'obtenlr  dans  lours  pays  respeotlfs 
1'appul  nocessalro  pour  la  ratification  do  la  Chartc*  L!oratour 
demande  do  nouvoau  aux  representants  des  quatro  gouverncments 
Invltants  de  roexnmlnor  leur  attitude  ot  do  marqucr  olalremont 
au  910 Ins  le  fait  quo  lo  drolt  do  veto  no  ^  sera  en  aucun  cas 
applicable  au  regloment  paclf Ique  do  dlfferonds  en  vortu  du  Cha 
pltre  VIII,  Section  A« 
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COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  NINTH  MEETING 
'  6iy  CoHtllTTEE  II 171".  MA¥"T7,  1945 

(Doc.  417  (English)  III/1/19) 
(Issued  at  request  of  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands) 

Page  2:  Delete  first  paragraph  and  substitute  the  following: 

The  Netherlands  Delegate  explained  that  his  Government 
perfectly  understands  that  no  organization  which  would  come 
up  to  all  that  would  be  required  to  put  the  principles  of 
the  Charter  into  practice  can  be  achieved  at  once.  But  it 
would  not  deem  it  right  if  the  Charter  went  one  step  further 
than  is  inevitable  nor  if  it  was  not  fully  realized  that 
concessions  were  made.  The  Netherlands  Government  can 
acquiesce  in  certain  concessions  but  at  the  same  time  not 
agree  with  them. 

The  Security  Council  on  the  one  hand  will  have  to  make 
investigations  and  on  the  other  hand,  if  all  measures  recom- 
mended or  taken  under  its  guidance  have  failed,  will  have 
to  take  measures  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  to  restore  or 
maintain  peace.  The  first  demands  complete  insight  and 
impartial  consideration  of  the  facts  before  it;  the  second, 
a  consideration  of  practical  and  political  possibilities. 

The  proposals  of  Dumbarton  Oaks  do  not  sufficiently 
distinguish  between  those  two  functions;  both  are  mentioned 
in  the  same  breath  in  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraph  1. 
The  same  is  the  case  in  paragraph  2  of  the  same  Section  B. 
Clear  distinction  however  between  them  is  the  more  necessary 
because  of  the  voting  as  proposed  in  the  Yalta  Agreement. 
Section  C  of  Chapter  VI  requires  in  all  decisions  of  the 
Council  excepting  matters  of  procedure  the  concurring  votes 
of  all  the  permanent  members  as  part  of  the  majority  by 
which  the  decision  is  taken.  This  Is  the  so-called  veto. 
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The  functions  of  the  Security  Council  by  virtue  of  the 
paragraphs  1,  3,  and  4  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII,  have  .the 
same  character  as  those  vhlch  under  paragraphs  1  and  2  of 
Section  B  of  Chapter  VIII  have  to  precede  the  taking  of 
measures*  Therefore  by  Its  proposed  amendment  the  Netherlands 
Government  has  made  an  effort  to  remove  that  distinction. 
All  similar  functions  by  consequence  will  be  dealt  vlth  by 
Section  A.  The  amendment  requires  that  a  member  of  the 
Council  being  a  party  to  a  dispute  shall  have  to  abstain 
from  voting  by  virtue  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VIII.  This 
should  guarantee  Impartiality. 

As  a  consequence  of  the  amendment  no  member  of  the  Se- 
curity Council,  being  a  party  in  a  dispute,  could  prevent 
the  Council  a)  from  determining  that  a  certain  failure  to 
settle  a  dispute...  constitutes  a  threat  to  the  peace,  etc.; 
b)  from  determining  In  general  the  existence  of  any  threat 
to  the  peace,  breach  of  the  peace,  or  act  of  aggression. 

An  organization  to  maintain  International  peace  and 
security  should  as  a  minimum  be  empowered  to  determine  the 
existence  of  a  threat  to  the  peace  or  act  of  aggression, 
without  the  possibility  that  any  member  party  to  a  dispute 
could  prevent  it  from  doing  so.  If  not  it  would  lose  Its 
prestige. 

Therefore  the  Netherlands  Delegation  submits  the  amend- 
ments on  this  Chapter  VIII  for  most  serious  consideration. 

Even  after  adoption  of  the  Netherlands  amendment  by  no 
means  all  objections  of  the  Netherlands  Government  against 
the  voting  system  will  be  removed.  The  demand  of  concurring 
votes  of  the  permanent  members  seems  contrary  to  the  juridi- 
cal equality  of  all  nations.  Moreover  no  nation  can  be  ex- 
pected to  vote  in  favor  of  action  against  Itself.  Therefore 
if  one  of  the  big  powers  should  bo  the  aggressor,  the 
organization  would  be  powerless. 

The  Netherlands  Government  by  its  amendment  hopes  to 
contribute  to  a  position,  at  least  if  certain  decisions  are 
to  be  taken  by  the  Council,  of  greater  equality  of  the 
nations. 
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COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comitrf  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 


CORRIOENDUM  AU  COMPTE  RENDU  SOMMAIRE  DE  LA  NEUVISME 
SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l,  le  17  mal  1945 

(Doc.  417  (French)  III/1/19) 
(Distriburf  &  la  demande  du  Drflrfgurf  dee  Pays-Baa) 

Page  2:  Supp  rimer  le  premier  paragraphe  complet  et  le  rem- 
plaoer  par  le  texte  sulvant: 


Le  D^lrfpurf  dee  Pays-Bae  explique  que  eon  rouvernement 
comprend  parfaltement  qu'll  eet  impossible  d'rftablir  imm£- 
diatement  une  organisation  prtfsentant  toutes  lee  qualltrfs 
requises  pour  I1  execution  des  prinoipes  de  la  Charte.  Mais 
il  ne  trouverait  pas  Juste  que  la  Charte  aille  plus  loin  qu'il 
n'est  inevitable  ou  qu'on  ne  se  rende  pas  pleinement  conpte 
des  concessions  n^cessaires.  II  eet  tout  6,  fait  possible 
que  le  Gouvernement  nrferlandals  consents  A.  certaines  conces- 
B  ions,  sans  toutefols  lea  approuver. 

Le  Conseil  de  Srfourltrf  devra,  dfune  part,  procrfder  & 
des  enqudtes,  et,  d'autre  part,  au  oa*  oti  toutes  lee  me  sure  s 
re  commandoes  par  lui  ou  prises  sous  sa  direction  viennent  & 
rfchouer,  il  devra  user  de  son  influence  pour  assurer  le  r4- 
tablissement  ou  le  maintien  de  la  paix.  II  devra  dans  le 
premier  cas,  faire  preuve  d'une  perspioaoitO  absolue  et  rftu- 
dier  d'une  man  id  re  impart  iale  les  faits  qui  lui  seront  prtf* 
senttfs;  dans  le  second  cae,  il  devra  examiner  aveo  soin 
toutea  les  pessibilitrfa  d'ordre  pratique  et  politique. 

Les  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  n'Otablissent  pas 
une  distinction  asses  nette  entre  ces  c?eux  fonoti^ns;  elles 
font  toutea  deux  l!objet  du  paragraphe  1  de  la  Section  B  du 
Chapltre  VIII;  il  en  est  de  mime  au  paragrghe  2  de  la  mftme 
Section  B.  Cependant  une  distinction  trfce  nette  entre  ce§ 
deux  textea  est  encore  r  endue  plus  nfoessaire  par  lee  mtfthodes 
de  vote  proposes  pur  !1Aocord  de  Yalta.  La  Section  C  du 
Chap  it  re  VI  exlge  pour  toutes  les  decisions  du  Conseil,  ex- 
ception faite  des  questions  de  procedure,  que  les  voix  de 
tous  les  membres  permanent  s  figurent  dans  la  majorittf  qui  prend 
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la  decision   C'est  le  soi-disant  "droit  de  veto11. 

En  vertu  des  paragraphs s  1,  3  et  4  de  la  Section  A  du 
Chapitre  VIII,  lea  fonctione  du  Coneell  de  securite  aont  du 
mSroe  ordre  que  celles  qul  en  vertu  des  paragraphee  1  et  2  de 
la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VIII  dolvent  pr£c£dejr  lf application 
dee  me sure B.  Le  Gouvernement  n^erlandaie  s'est  done  ef force, 
au  moyen  de  I'amendement  qu1!!  propose,  d'eilmlner  cette 
distinction.  En  consequence,  toutes  les  fonotions  similaires 
seront  traitees  dans  laSectlon  A.  Get  amendem^nt  stipule 
qu'un  membre  du  Conseil  qul  serait  partie  6,  urn  dlf  f  rfrend  devra 
s'abstenir  de  voter,  conf ornament  aux  dispositions  de  la 
Section  C  du  Chapitre  VIII.  Cette  mesure  devralt  assurer 
I1 Impartiality  du  vote. 

Comme  consequence  de  I'amendement,  aucun  membre  du  Con- 
sell  de  S^curite  qui  serai t  partie  ft  un  diff£rend,  ne  pour- 
rait  empficher  le  Coneell  a)  de  determiner  qufun  dlffrfrend 
qui  n'a  pu  Stre  r^solu  conformement  6.  la  procedure.., 
mettralt  en  danger  le  malntien  de  la  paix  etc...  b)  de  con- 
stater,  d?une  manifere  g^nrfrale  I'exlstence  d!une  menace 
quelconque  contre  la  paix,  d!une  rupture  de  la  paix  ou  d'un 
act-  d'agression. 

Une  Organisation  ayant  pour  but  le  maintien  de  la  paix 
et  de  la  s^curlte  lnternationaJ.es  devrait,  au  moins,  avoli? 
pouvoir  de  determiner  I1 existence  d'une  menace  h  la  paix  ou 
d!un  acte  degression,  cans  qu'ils  solt  possible  &  un  membre 
quelconque  partie  au  differend  de  I1 en  empficher.   Dans  le 
cas  contraire,  elle  perdralt  son  prestige. 

En  consequence,  la  Delegation  neerlandalse  sounet  ^ 
1'examen  le  plus  s^rieux  du  Comite  les  amendpments  qu'elle 
propose  d'apporter  au  Chapitre  VIII. 

K8me  apr^s  I1  ad  opt  ion  de  I1  amendment  neerlandais,  les 
objections  du  Gouvernement  des  Pays-Bas  concernant  le  regime 
de  vote  seront  loin  d'Stre  toutes  eilmlnees.  La  necesslte 
d'obtenir  les  volx  des  membres  permanents  semble  cbntralre- 
au  prlncipe  de  1'egalite  Juridique  de  toutes  les  nations.  De 
plus,  on  ne  peut  s'attendre  it  ce  qufune  nation  aueloonque 
vote  en  faveur  de  sanctions  dirig-ees  contre  elle.   81  done 
1'une  des  grand.es  puissances  etalt  1'agreeeeur,  I1  Organisation 
serait  impuiesante. 

Le  Gouvernement  neerlandais  espfere,  au  moyen  de  oet  amen- 
de me  nt,  contrlbuer  fe  etabllr  une  plus  grande  egalite  entre 
les  nations,  tout  au  moins  si  certalnes  decisions  doivent  dtre 
prises  par  le  Conseil. 
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RESTRICTED 

TO  3  (ENGLISH) 
COMMITTEE  III  A 

STATEMENT  OF  QUESTIONS  BY 
THE  DELEGATE  OF  NEW  ZEALAND 

AND  OF  REPLIES  BY 

THE  DELEGATE  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM 
AT  NINTH  MEETING 

May  17,  19^5 

Pursuant  to  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  New  Zealand 
at  the  ninth  meeting  of  Committee  III/l  on  May  17,  l£45> 
the  following  statement  of  the  questions  raised  by  him  at 
that  meeting  and  of  the  replies  thereto  of  the  Delegate  of 
the  United  Kingdom  Is  circulated  for  the  Information  of  the 
members  of  the  Committee. 

This  is  not  to  be  considered  as  an  offic5-a3  conference 
document*  It  is  being  circulated  only  bacause  of  the 
special  nature  of  the  remarks  in  question. 

DELEGATE  (MF  HEW  ZEALAND  1  Mr.  Chairman,  this  matter  of 
the  veto  by  any  one  of  the  Permanent  Powers  is  one  of  the 
key  questions  of  the  Charter  and  it  will  be  necessary  for 
those  who  have  assumed  the  responsibility  for  the  Yalta 
Decisions  and  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Decisions  to  give  us  a 
full  explanation  of  not  only  those  proposals,  but  of  the 
further  amendments  suggested  by  the  Five  Powers.  We  all 
know  that  the  Issue  is  vory  important  and  there  is  no  uso 
in  anybody  representing  the  Sponsor  Powers  getting  up  and 
telling  us  It  is  e  key  question.  It  is.  There  is  no 
doubt  about  that  at  all — it  is  a  key  position.  We 
understand  that  if  the  veto  as  it  stands  at  present  was 
removed  the  Powers  responsible  for  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 
would  say  they  couldn't  accept  the  decision  and  the 
inevitable  alternative  would  be  to  drop  the  Proposals 
altogether.  It  is  just  as  well  to  start  from  that  founda- 
tion position,  but  there  are  matters  of  explanation 
absolutely  required.  It  may  or  may  not  be  possible  to 
adjust  some  matters  in  regard  to  the  veto  but  at  least 
explanations  are  duo — full,  clear  and  detailed  explana- 
tions— of  how  it  is  to  work,  so  that  we  who  arc  Delegates 
eon  go  back  to  our  respective  countries  well  and  accurately 
Informed  because  we  are  charged  not  only  with  the  responsi- 
bility of  voicing  tho  opinions  of  our  countries,  but  also 
of  understanding  what  we  are  agreeing  tc  or  disagreeing 
vlth. 

(1705  Ro-Run) 
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Therefore,  In  uy  opinion,  it  is  necessary  to  h.v/c 
explanations  of  tho  scupo,  extent  and  effoct  of  the.  voting 
and  veto  proposals.  I  uould  earnestly  -.;sk  for  those 
explanations  so  that  we  can  understand  the  various  points 
thoroughly.  For  instance,  we  want  to  know  how  far  —  under 
the  amended  proposals  --  can  a  matter  Ln  which  a  Permanent 
Power  is  Involved  be  tafcen  before  that  Power  can  cxeroiso 
its  right  to  vote  and  veto  any  important  matter  on  which 
1t  feels  deeply  and  in  which  it  thinks  «,ts  own  security 
and  material  interests  are  involved,  17 ">w  for  ccn  tho 
Security  Council  go?  Oan  it  discuss  an  , tern  freely  and 
without  limitation?  Con  it  sugtaat  proposal*;  for  settle- 
mont  of  a  dispute?  Can  it  iiifcrontl£ll-.'  throw  upon  tho 
Power  concerned  tho  responsibility  of  refusing  to  acsopt 
and  nullifying  thnt  decision  of  the  Security  Council?  Can 
tho  Security  Council  doalgnate  one  of  its  five  ponnanont 
members  as  an  aggressor,  or  c?ji  it  simply  point  in  that 
direction  without  an  '  ouch  do  ci  gnat  ion?  I  wont  to  know 
tho  distance  it  oan  ^50.  It  would  appear  that  It  can't 
go  any  further  than  an  Indication,  implied  rather  than 
actual,  as  to  who  is  the  agrjrf.aaor,  bocauot-  Jf  tho  Fewer 
conceriK'd  under  the  Constitution,  that  1s  under  the  Consti- 
tution we  .ire  counldorinc,  thrt  ultimately  will  be  the 
Charter  —  says:  "Now  he.lt,  No  further.  My  interest?  are 
involved  here  and  I  think  you  arc  unjust  or  wrong  —  tho 
attitude  of  thu  whole  lot  of  jou  othor  Powers  ~  tho  four 
permanent  Powers  and  tho  six  others  —  the  whole  t^n  of 
you  ere  wrong,  and  I  am  stopping  this  business  horo  and  now, 
and  therefore  the  whole  Incident  is  closed  us  far  LM  thu 
Council  is  concorjiod.  How  io  that  a  rljht  interpretation 
of  tho  effuct  of  the  prusent  provisions  or  Is  it  wrong? 
I'd  like  to  get  those  mutters  straight  cj\d  right. 

Then  in  regard  to  a  dispute  ?,n  which  one  of  the  five 
permanent  Powers  is  not  immediately  and  directly  Involved. 
When  can  one  of  tho  poniuaiont  Powera  arbJitrariljf  dissent 
frum  and  prevent  any  action?  Cm  tho  in.'xttor  be  discussod 
in  a  preliminary  stage?  Say  there  is  a  dispute  involving 
danger  of  war  developing  between  two  of  tho  smaller 
Powers  --  can  tho  matter  bo  brought  up  it  the  Socuritj 
Council?  When  it  is  brought  up  how  far  can  It  bo  tokon? 
Can  it  be  fully  discussed  rlfc£it  up  to  t  le  point  when  number 
one  decision,  as  it  appears  to  me,  has  to  bo  taken  --  number 
ono  decision  being  consideration  of  whether  tho  dispute  and 
danger  in  qucatiou  Is  a  xaattrr  that  should  bo  trjcxn  Into 
consideration  by  tho  Security  Council?  Can  one  Power 
prevent  that  matter  jolng  mado  thu  subjuet  of  consideration 
b^  the  Security  Coxmcll? 
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There  Is  a  large  amount  of  uncertainty  about  the  effect 
of  the  proposals  as .  vo  have  them.  I  have  done  my  best ' to 
reason  It  out  but  pert  of  my  reasoning  is  inevitably 
conjecture,  I  want  J;o  know  what  has  been  accepted,  and, 
indeed,  mado  an  essential  part  of  the  plan  for  the  world 
organisation  by  the  four  Sponsoring  Powers,  I  suppose  we 
may  just  as  well  accept  what  has  been  made  on  essontial 
part  of  the  world  organisation  by  the  sponsoring  Powers. 
Indeed  it  appears  we  will  have  no  choice  but  I  want  to  know 
how  for  it  goes  or  how  for  it  falls  short  of  effectiveness 
in  promoting  peaco. 

Now  I  think  if  we  start  from  the  basis  of  the  inevitablity 
of  the  veto  even  tho  most  orthodox  person  must  agree  that  it  9 
is  a  realist  approach,  and  we  have  been  told  wo  must  bo 
realists.  I  don't  know  that  anybody  con  be  more  realistic 
than  I  am  in  putting  tho  matter  that  way.  Wo  have  to  accept 
tho  voto  in  some  form  or  thoru  will  be  no  International  organi- 
sation, I  regret  that.  I  think  that  groat  opportunity  has 
been  lost  by  the  Gr&et  Powers  to  lead  the  world  to  bettor 
things.  Vo  have  to  accept  the  decisions  that  have  boon  made 
and  which  have  clearly  indicated  time  and  time  again  tho 
inevitability  of  the  voto.  But  we  do  went  to  kaow  what  is 
in  the  mind  of  tho  four  sponsoring  Powers  —  Prance  has  just 
joined  the  other  Pour  and  therefore  has  no  responsibility  in 
thu  matter  -  but  wo  want  to  know  how  actually  tl.3  proposals 
agreed  to  at  Dumbarton  Oaks  and  further  extended  at  Yalta 
will  operate.  How  will  they  wcrk?  We  claim. as  a  minimum  *•- 
I  and  Delegates  similarly  situated  —  tliat  at  least  we  should 
be  enabled  to  go  back  to  cur  countries  and  Inform  our  people 
clearly,  without  any  cloud  or  doubt,  about  all  thtf  facts  of 
tho  voting  proposals  as  thetf  now  stand. 

So  I  most  respectfully,  but,  I  am  afraid,  Insistently, 
ask  that  we  be  given  a  clear  explanation  of  what  the 
provisions  moan. 
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DELEGATE  PROM  UNITiD  KINGDOM:  Mr.  Chairman,  1$  re- 
sponse to  the  request  madefy  the  honorable  Delegate  fron 
New  Zealand  I  will  certainly  offer  myself  to  endeavor  to 
give  some  explanation  that  may  help  the  committee.  I 
shan't  hope  to  be  able  to  do  it  completely  or  satisfac- 
torily, but  I  may  be  supplemented  perhaps  by  others  at  a 
later  stage.  This  is,  of  course,  as  Mr.  Praser  has  said, 
the  very  coro  of  the  problem.  Not  onl./  is  it  a  very, 
very  Important  point,  but  it  is  also  a  rather  complicated 
point.  It  may  perhaps  be  easier  If  I  were  to  take  a  few 
minutes  of  your  time~-I  hope  I  shouldn!t  be  wasting  lt~-Jn 
tracing  back  this  text  that  we  have  now  to  its  origin  and 
seeing  what  its  developments  were  and  how  thoy  occurred. 

When  we  first  oegan  to  plot  the  ChtiTtor  of  the  New 
Organization  we  thought  it  would  bo  well  to  discard  the 
rule  of  unanimity  which  had  governed  the  League  under 
the*  Covenant.  It  was  thought  that  seeing  that  we  were  giv- 
ing tho  Council  now  proposed  wider  powers  it  was  desirable 
tho,t  it  should  be  able  to  aot  promptly  and  efficiently. 
But  in  practice  it  had  to  bo  recognized-, -or  we  thought  it 
must  bo  recognized- -that  it  was  not  easy  to  oxprct  that  five 
great  Powers — the  five  permanent  members --could  readily  ac- 
cept that  thoy  should  be  bound  by  a  majority  of  a  Council 
of  11. 

Notf  I  know  thcro  aro  many  criticisms  to  bo  made  of  that 
theory,  criticisms  on  the  ground  of  democracy  and  equality. 
Well,  wo  In  my  country  c*re  inclined  sometimes  to  boast  of 
our  democracy  and  cur  democratic  Institutions,  but  wo  can 
only  justify  that  boas*  by  periodically  introducing  and 
passing  redistribution  bills  adjusting  the  constituencies 
to  a  shift  of  populetion  and  so  on.  You  canft  do  that  in 
the  international  field.  You  have  got  to  accept  the 
inequalities  you  find,  and  you  can't  alter  thorn  in  any 
rough  end  ready  way, 

The  Delegates  who  will  sit  on  thct  future  Security 
Council  representing  tho  permanent  members  will,  in  fact, 
roprosont  probably  more  than  half  the  population  of  the 
world,  and  account  has  to  bo  taken  of  that  fact.  Henco 
the  provision  that  instead  of  unanimity  you  would  allow 
the  Council  to  make  recommendations  or  take  decisions  by 
a  majority  but  that  that  majority  must  Include  tho 
concurring  votes  of  all  five  permanent  mombors.  Woll,  that 
may  bo  a  difficult  provision  to  accept,  but  I  personally  do 
not  think  that  it  Is  unreasonable f  That  was  tho  second 
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step—first  of  all  tho  discording  of  unanimity,  and 
establishing  that  tho  Council,  by  one  form  or  another, 
should  tako  its  decisions  by  majority;  secondly,  laying 
down  that  the  majority,  for  most  purposes,  should  include 
tho  concurring  votos  of  all  five  permanent  members  * 

Woll  it  was  soon  objected,  of  course,  that  if  you 
made  that  hard  and  fast  rule  it  would  work  in  this  way: 
That  a  groat  Power,  a  permanent  member  of  tho  Security 
Council,  if  it  possessed  this  right  of  veto — of  course 
it  has  a  right  to  veto  if  the  five  permanent  members  have 
to  bo  concurrent  with  the  majority—in  that  ovent  a 
permanent  member  of  the  Council,  if  a  party  to  the  dispute, 
would  be  able  evon  so  to  exercise  his  veto,  and  in  doing 
so  practically  prevent  the  Security  Council  doing  anything 
at  all,  Honce  this  provision  which  you  now  find  in  para- 
graph 3  of  this  Section  which,  in  certain  circumstances, 
deprives  a  permanent  member  of  the  Security  Council  of  its 
vote  in  certain  circumstances .  That  is  to  sciy,  when  it  is 
a  party  to  a  dispute.  Now  it  remains  true  that  a  permanent 
member—if  not  a  pcrty  to  a  dispute--  could  still  veto 
certain  action  by  tho  Security  Council  under  both  Sections 
A  and  Sections  B  of  Chapter  VIII.  It  may  be  worth 
recalling  a  fact  which  is  probably  present  to  the  mind 
of  everybody  hero:  As  I  have  just  said,  under  the 
Covenant,  ©very  member  of  the  Council  possessed  a  right 
of  veto  because  the  rule  of  unanimity  prevailed,  and 
to  take  any  decision  It  was  necessary  to  have  a  unanimous 
vote.  So  that  roclly  what  It  amounts  to  is  that -by  the 
proposals  that  wo  have  submitted  to  you  we  are  taking  away 
the  right  of  veto  from  the  secondary  Powers  while  retain- 
ing it  for  the  permanent  members.  That  may  be  considered 
to  be  unequal  treatment.  It  may  be  considered  to  be 
undesirable,  but  I  would  like  to  submit  that  It  Is  not 
entirely  unreasonable. 

It  seems  to  wo  that  part  of  the  power  and  authority 
in  any  world  organization  resides  in  the  mobilization  of 
public  opinion  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  privilege.  Now 
I  don't  quite  see  why,  simply  because  wo  have  admittedly 
deprived  tho  secondary  Powers  on  tho  Council  of  their  right 
to  voto,  why  because  of  that  a  permanent  member  should 
exorcise  the  right  of  veto  which  he  retains,  any  more 
recklessly  or  disgracefully  under  this  Charter  than  ho 
could  do  under  the  Covenant*  of  tho  League . 
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There  Is  a  further  point  to  vhich  I  would  like  to  draw 
attention,  and  that  la  that  In  our  proposed  construction  of 
the  Security  Council  we  provide  actually  for  a  majority 
of  non -permanent  members.  All  the  permanent  members  to- 
gether cannot  carry  anything  against  five  non-permanent  mem- 
bers. It  Is  true  that  they,  severally  and  Individually,  re- 
tain their  veto,  but  collectively  they  cannot  dictate  to  the 
Coiincll  or  the  World  Organization. 

Now  as  regards  Section  B  of  this  Chapter.  It  Is  true  that 
the  permanent  members  retain  their  absolute  veto  whether  parties 
to  a  dispute  or  not.  This  is  the  Enforcement  Action  C8u;ptor. 
I  know  that  great  exception  is  taken  to  that,  and  it  is  a  point 
which  is  quite  easy  to  argue  against  In  theory,  but  in  practice 
what  would  be  the  situation?  EJC  hypothesi  a  great  Power  has 
challenged  the  world  organization --a  great  Power  or  two  or 
more  great  Powers — If  tho  other  great  Powers  taka  up  the  chal- 
lenge What  is  the  situation?  Surely  then  tho  World  Organization 
has  broken  down  and  that  very  war  vhich  it  is  designed  to  pre- 
vent if  possible,  takes  place.  It  seems  to  me  that  looked  at 
realistically  this  so-called  veto  of  enforcement,  j-oasoujud  by 
tha  great  Powers  is  really  only  a  consequence  of  realities. 
If  we  tried  to  draft,  in  pure  theory,  a  perfect  Charter, 
perfectly  logical,  perfectly  complete — there  is  no  doubt  that 
many  Delegates  hiire  would  draft  a  better  one  than  the  one  you 
are  now  asked  to  consider.  The  question  is,  what  do  we  wont  to 
do?  Do  we  wont  to  draft  here  something  which,  at  the  end  of 
our  labors,  I  hope  will  be  taken  solemnly  for  signature  to  the 
plenary  session — do  wo  want  there  to  sign  something  which  is 
on  paper  theoretically  satisfying,  about  tho  operation  of 
which  we  must  have  some  doubt — or  do  we  want  to  sign  something 
which  wo  honestly  believe  will  work  within  its  limitations? 

It  seems  to  me  therefore  that  although  there  may  be 
theoretical  criticisms  of  these  proposals,  they  do  represent 
something  that  we  can  do  within  tho  limits  of  reality,  and 
that  they  will  constitute  a  contribution  to  the  maintenance 
of  peace. 
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Now  If  I  may  say  one  or  tvo  words  in  reply  to  certain 
questions  which  the  Honorable  Delegate  of  New  Zealand  put, 
I  think  one  of  his  questions  was  how  far  can  a  matter  be 
taken  before  a  Power  possessing  a  veto  can  exercise  that 
veto.  This,  I  assume,  refers  to  u  case  where  there  is  no 
permanent  member  of  tho  Security  Council  party  to  the  dispute. 

DELEGATE  OP  HEW  ZEALAND:  Well,  both.  Where  the  permanent 
member  is  involved,  when  does  ho  commence  to  exercise  the 
veto?  When  a  permanent  member  is  involved  can  he  be  desig- 
nated as  an  aggressor  or  con  nothing  be  done  about  it? 

DELEGATE  OP  TIIT,  UNITED  KINGDOM:   The  first  question,  I 
assume,  related  to  the  case  in  your  mind  where  no  permanent 
member  was  a  party  to  the  dispute..  Well,  I  think  the  answer 
to  that  is  that  under  Section  8  -A  nobody—no  permanent 
member—  could  block  tho  operation  of  paragraph  .1  of  that 
Section;   That  is,  the  Security  Council  should  be  empowered 
to  investigate  any  dispute  or  any  situation  which  may  lead 
to  international  friction  or  give  riso  to  a  dispute,  in 
order  to  determine  whether  its  continuance  is  likely  to 
endanger  the  maintenance  of  international  peace  cud  security. 

Paragraph  2  lays  down  that  Any  state,  whether  member  of  the 
Organization  or  not,  may  bring  any  such  dispute  or  situation 
to  the  attention  of  the  General  Assembly  or  of  tho  Security 
Council,  The  question  of  a  vuto  doeo  not  ariso. 

Paragraph  3  remains  operative.  No  veto  con  apply  to  it. 
The  parties  to  ciiy  dispute  the  continuance  of  which  is  likely 
to  endanger  the  maintenance  of  international  poacc  and  sec- 
urity should  obligate  themselves,  first  of  all,  to  seek  a 
solution  by  negotiation,  mediation,  conciliation,  arbitration 
or  judicial  settlement,  or  other  peaceful  means  of  their  own 
choice.  The  Security  Council  should  call  upon  the  parties  to 
settle  their  dispute  by  such  means. 

That  again  is  not  affected  by  tho  veto. 

How  in  paragraph  4  we  come  for  the  first  time  to  a  recom- 
mendation of  the  Council,  and  there  I  agree  that  under  our 
scheme  a  power  possessing  tho  veto  can,  unless  it  is  a  party 
to  the  dispute,  exercise  it  and  can  stop  a  recommendation 
-  taken. 


May  I,  without  undue  conceit,  refer  to  what  I  have  already 
said,  —that  may  .sound  very  bad  but  I  do  wish  to  repeat  that  tho 
some  thing  could  have  happened  under  tho  Covenant  of  tho  League, 
just  the  some,  but  that  the  force  of  public  opinion  might  be 
expected  to  exorcise  some  restraint  on  a  groat  Power  from 
4Uitc  Irresponsibly  and  with  evil  intention,  blocking  action. 
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Now  I  think  another  quo ct ion  you  asked  was  can  the 

Council  propose  'a  settlement. 

DELEGATE  OP  NEW  ZEALAND:  Could  you  explain  whether  that 
means  that  the  Inquiry  could  not  really  be  looked  into? 

DELEGATE  OP  UNITED  KINGDOM:  No,  I  think  inquiry  can  be 
made --investigation  is  not  blocked,  though  recommendation  or 
decision  could  be  blocked. 

DELEn;,T'j:  OP  NEW  ZEALAND:  This  Is  very  important.  I  just 
wan*c  to  ask  this  one  question;  The  inquiry  has  been  made, 
which  is  very  very  important --and  nothing  can  atop  that,  but 
can  the  power  stop  that  in  the  result  of  the  inquiry  coming 
before  the  Council? 

DELEGATE  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM:  I  think  not.   I  think 
it  must  coine  before  the  Council.  In  paragraph  1  It  ?ays  that 
the  Security  Council  should  be  empowered  to  investigate  any 
dispute. 

DELEGATE  OF  NEW  ZEALAND:  Would  you  mind  looking  into 
that  matter  later,  if  you  please? 

DELEGATE  OP  UNITED  KINGDOM:  Certainly. 

DELEGATE  OP  NEW  ZEALAND:   I  was  just  saying  that  Sir 
Alexander's  opinion  is  clear  that  the  matter  can  be  investi- 
gated* and  can  then  be  brought  before  the  Council- -the  result 
of  the  investigation  can  come  before  the  Council  before  veto 
can  be  applied.  That  is  my  understanding  u.b  the  moment. 
Thank  you. 

DELEGATE  OP  UNITED  KINGDOM:   I  think  that  is  quite  clear, 
It  can  be  brought  before  the  Council  and  there  can  be  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  whole  case.  I  confess  that  any  power  possessing 
a  veto  could  stop  the  Council  from  making  a  recommendation 
or  decision. 

Now,  I  think  your  next  question  was,  can  the  Council  pro- 
poso  a  settlemenc?  On  that  point  I  am  unable  to  give  you  a 
complete  answer  because,  as  you  are  aware,  ther**  is  a  proposal 
before  another  Committee  for  an  amendment  of  paragraph  4.  I 
am  not  quite  sure  how  far  that  has  got.  If  the  four-power 
amendment  is  carried  I  think  it  will  moke  it  quite  clear*  that 
the  Council  can  recommend  a  settlement, 

I  think  the  further  question  that  you  asiced  wes  whether 
the  Council  could  brand  a  permanent  member  as  an  aggressor, 
or  simply  point  in  that  direction.  That  would  postulate  that 
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the  permanent  member  was  a  party  to  the  dispute.  I  think 
the  answer  I  gave  to  your  first  question  covers  that  In  this 
sense—that  It  can't  brand,  In  the  sense  that  I  suppose  you 
mean  It,  con!t  brand  a  permanent  member  as  an  aggressor.  It 
could,  however,  make  a  recommendation  which  would  have  that 
effect. 

Thus  to  tho  second  part  of  ycur  question  I  should  say 
"yes11,  because  the  whole  question  would  bo  investigated  and 
discussed  In  tho  Council,  ar.d  public  opinion — tho  proceedings 
will  be  published  to  the  world—would  be  in  a  position  to 
moke  up  its  mind  and  will  Its  opinion. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  TriA^ 

7.  19*5 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


Committee  I   Structure,  and  Procedures 


COMMITTEE  IIlA 

STATEMENT  OP  DELEGATE  OP  THE  MJgJHEHLAMDS  AT  NINTH  MEETJJNO 

MAY  II,  19»5 


(This  statement  Is  being  circulated  at  the  request  of  the 
Delegate  of  the  Netherlands  Government,  as  w&6  &i»o  done  In 
the  cases  of  the  remarks  of  the  Delegates  of  Australia,  New 
Zealand,  and  the  United  Kingdom  made  on  the  subject  of  the 
veto  at  the  ninth  meeting  of  Committee  III/l  on  May  1?, 
This  Is  not  an  official  Conference  document  and  is  being 
circulated  to  members  of  Committee  III/l  only.) 


Mr.  President, 

Desirous  to  cooperate  in  the  establishment  of  an  organi- 
sation which,  as  much  as  is  possible  in  the  hard  reality  of 
life,  comes  up  to  the  requirements,  the  Netherlands  Govern- 
ment handed  in  a  few  amendments  on  the  original  proposals, 
whose  adoption  would  in  their  opinion  tend  to  promote  the 
attainment  of  the  purposes  of  the  organisation .  In  this 
connection  I  refer  especially  to  the  alternative  amendment 
(since  withdrawn)  to  Chapter  I,  which  I  mention  In  connection 
with  these  discussions  because  it  Indicates  the  general  bases 
of  what  the  Netherlands  Government  also  aimed  at  with  their 
amendment*  to  Chapter  VIII  in  connection  with  Chapter  VI, 
Section  C.  They  were  glad  to  be  able  to  withdraw  their  amend- 
ment on  Chapter  I  because  the  sponsoring  powers  took  over  the 
basic  principles  of  It  In  their  amendment* 

The  Netherlands  Government  understands  perfectly  that  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  achieve  at  once  an  organisation  which 
would  come  up  to  all  that  could  be  required  on  account  of  the 
principles  which  T?" intends  to  put  into  practice.  Once  aore, 
the  hard  reality  of  life  will  make  it  necessary  to  compromise 
at  least  for  some  time  to  come  and  to  content  ourselves  with  i 
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procedure,  In  more  than  one  organ  of  the  Organization,  that 
does  not  come  up  to  such  rigid  demands  as  absolute  realization 
of  the  principles  would  require.  But  the  Netherlands  Govern- 
ment vould  not  deem  it  right,  if  with  regard  to  this  the 
Charter  vent  one  step  further  than  is  inevitable,  nor  if  it 
was  not  fully  realized  that  oertain  concessions  were  made  to 
necessity.  It  seems  possible  to  my  government  to  acquiesce  in 
certain  concessions ,  but  not  to  agree  to  them,  without  at  the 
same  time  renouncing  the  TZeals,  whose  realization  in  the  long 
run  we  all  have  in  view. 


The  task  of  the  Security  Council  as  defined  in  the  pro- 
posals put  before  us,  includes  two  different  functions. 

First,  the  Council  will  have  to  investigate  certain  rela- 
tions, situations  or  actions  and  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  how 
far  those  relations,  situations  or  actions  may  be  a  threat  to 
the  maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security. 

Secondly,  if  all  measures  recommended  by  the  Council  or 
taken  undor  Its  guidance  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  have 
failed,  it  Is  competent  to  take  measures  to  bring  power  to 
bear  or  to  authorize  certain  states  to  take  such  measures. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Netherlands  Government  the  fifrst 
function  has  a  character  completely  different  from  that  of  the 
second  one.  To  Investigate  disputes,  to  pronounce* upon  their 
nature  and  the  degree  to  which  they  may  threaten  peace,  and 
to  state  publicly  the  existence  of  a  threat  to  the  peace  demand 
a  complete  Insight  Into  and  an  Impartial  consideration  of  the 
facts  before  the  Council.  To  take  or  to  consider  measures  to 
be  token,  that  can  go  as  far  as  to  bring  the  practical  possibility 
and  suitability  of  the  measures  considered,  of  which  the  dispute 
itself  and  the  opinions  the  Council  formed,  remain  -  it  is  true  - 
the  basis,  but  without  their- having  to  be  given  further  con- 
sideration demand  consideration  of  practical  and  political 
possibilities. 

Now  tho  Netherlands  Government  hold  the  view  that  the 
proposals  of  Dumbarton  Oaks  do  not  distinguish  sufficiently 
between  these  functions  of  the  Council.  They  mention  in 
Chapter  VIII  Section  B  sub  8  1  in  the  some  breath  statements 
of  the  Council  to  be  given  about  the  situation  arising  from  a 
certain  dispute  not  solved  in  compliance  with  the  methods  tho 
Council  recommended,  and  measures  taken  by  the  Council  to  main- 
tain or  enforce  peace.  The  same  is  the  case  in  §  2  of  the  sama 
Secltion  B,  which  commissions  the  Council  to  determine  in  general 
the  existence  of  a  threat  or  breach  of  peace  and  to  decide  at 
the  some  time  upon  the  recommendations  or  measures  deemed  neces- 
sary to  maintain  or  restore  peace. 
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Under  all  circumstances  it  would  have  been  advisable  to 
make  a  clear  distinction  between  the  two  functions  mentioned 
but  this  seems  all  the  more  necessary  because  of  the  voting 
as  proposed  In  accordance  with  the  Yalta-agreement.  Whereas 
Section  C  of  Chapter  VI  suggests  a  decision  by  normal  majority 
of  all  the  members  in  matters  of  procedure,  it  demands  in  all 
other  decisions,  it  is  true,  the  same  majority,  but  with  the 
concurring  votes  of  all  permanent  members 'of  the  Council.  This 
is  the  so- called  veto,  Because,  one  vote  or  a  great  power  not 
concurring,  the  matter  is  rejected  or  no  decision  is  possible. 
Section  C  only  allows  exceptions  for  voting  in  cases  covered  by 
Section  A  of  Chapter  VIII  and  the  second  sentence  of  Section  C 
of  the  same  Chapter,  because  in  those  cases  a  member  who  is  a 
party  to  the  dispute  shall  have  to  abstain  from  voting. 

However,  If  one  observes  what  the  Security  Council  shall 
have  to  do  by  virtue  of  I  1,  I  3  and  §  4  of  Section  A  Chapter 
VIII,  thoso  functions  prove  to  have  the  same  character  as  those, 
which  under  I  1  and  9  2  of  Section  B  of  the  samo  Chapter  VIII 
must  precede  the  taking  of  measures.  But  therefore  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Netherlands  Government  there  is  no  plausible 
reason  why  in  the  first  cases  a  member  of  the  Council  who  is  a 
party  in  a  dispute,  should  abstain  from  voting  and  not  in  the 
other  cases  mentioned* 

Therefore  the  Netherlands  Government  have  made  on  effort 
to  remove  this  distinction*  Their  amendment  transfers  the 
part  of  the,  Council's  functions,  now  mentioned  in  Section  B 
of  the  foresaid  Chapter  VIII,  but  haying  the  some  character  as 
those  mentioned  In  Section  A  (and  only  that  part  of  the  douncll's 
functions)  to  this  Section  X.  All  similar  functions  by  con- 
sequence will  be  dealt  withTby  the  same  Section  A.  The  amend- 
ment therefore  Involves  that  a  member  of  the  Council,  who  might 
be  a  party  to  a  dispute,  shall  have  to  abstain  from  voting  by 
virtue  of  the  clause  forementloned  in  Section  C  of  Chapter  VI. 
Without  such  an  alteration  the  guarantee  of  the  elementary  im- 
partiality that  should  characterize  any  quasi- judicial  decision 
by  the  Council,  scorns  to  fall. 

Onco  tho  distinction  between  quasi  Juridical  functions  of 
the  Security  Council  in  promoting  the  pacific  settlement  of 
disputes  and  its  executive  functions  in  taking  action  for  the 
maintenance  of  peaco  and  security  rightly  made  and  its  con- 
sequences with  regard  to  the  voting  drawn,  It  will  be  Impossible 
for  a  permanent  member  of  the  Security  Council,  when  Itself 
being  a  party  to  a  dispute,  to  prevent  the  Council  from  taking, 
In  addition  to  the  decision  and  recommendations  under  Section 
A  1  4  and  Section  A  I  5  of  Chapter  VIII  the, two  following  courses 
of  action: 

a  determining  In  accordance  with  Section  B  S  1  of  Chapte? 

VIII,  that  "failure  to  settle  a  dispute constitutes  a 

threat  to  the  maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security11 
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b  determining  In  general  (in  accordance  with  Section  B 
I  2  or  Chapter  VIII)  "-the  existence  of  any  threat  to  the 
peace,  breach  of  the  peace  or  act  of  aggression11. 

The  Netherlands  Government  Is  of  opinion  that  an  organ- 
ization to  maintain  International  peace  and  security,  which 
is  worthy  of  this  name,  should,  as  a  very  minimum,  be  empowered 
by  its  members  to  "determine  the  existence  of  any  threat  to 
the  peace  or  act  of  aggression"  without  the  possibility  that 
any  member  -  party  to  a  dangerous  dispute,  can  prevent  it  from 
so  doing.  They  are  further  of  opinion  that  a  declaration  of 
this  s.ort  (vis.  determining  the  existence  of  a  threat  to  the 
peace,  breach  of  the  peace  or  act  of  aggression)  although  ad- 
mittedly platonlc  in  character,  if  no  "measures  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  International  peace  and  security"  could  be 
taken  in  consequence,  would  have  a  considerable  moral  effect 
on  world  opinion  and  might  therefore  be  an  effective  deterrent 
to  potential  aggressors. 

/Should  Amendment  VI  of  the  Netherlands  Delegation  be 
rejected  and  should  the  Permanent  Members1  right  of  veto  in 
their  own  case  remain  as  it  is  at  present  defined  in  the  Dum- 
barton Oaks  Proposals  as  supplemented  by  the  Yalta-agreement, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Security  Council  to  determine 
the  existence  or  a  threat  to  the  peace  or  act  of  aggression 
by  one  of  the  Permanent  Members,  if,  as  in  the  supposed  case 
is  practically  certain  to  happen,  that  Permanent  member  should 
veto  such  a  decision.  It  seems  to  the  Netherlands  Government 
that,  if  in  a  given  case  world  opinion  as  a  whole,  with  the 
probablp  exception  of  public  opinion  In  the  aggressor  country, 
were  to  agree  on  a  certain  state  being  an  aggressor,  an  Inter- 
national organisation  which  was  not  even  able  to  formulate  that 
world  opinion,  would  be  certain  to  lose  every  vestige  or  autn- 
ority  ana  prestige  it  ever  had.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Nether- 
lands Government  it  would  be  no  exaggeration  to  state  that  a 
contingency  such  as  that  Just  described  would  sound  the  death 
knell  of  the  organisation  and  unes capably  lead  to  Its  complete 
break-down.  And  then,  Mr.  Chairman  and  follow  delegates,  the 
door  would  be  open  once  more  to  power  politics  in  their  pur- 
est and  most  ruthless  form./ 

It  is  precisely  because  in  all  circumstances  the  Nether- 
lands Government  ore  anxious  to  uphold,  even  in  cases  where 
sanctions  cannot  be  applied,  at  least  the  fundamental  concept 
that  international  organisation  is  valuable  and  should  be  re- 
tained as  a  progressive  and  most  Important  principle  in  shap- 
ing the  dostinibs  of  the  International  conmunity  that  we  have 
beon  instructed  to  submit  these  remarks  to  the  conference  for 
Its  most  serious  consideration.  The  Netherlands  Government 
afcacjj  great  importance  to  tEeir  amendment  on  Chapter  VIII, 
because  it  may,  in  a  crisis,  determine  the  future  of  the  idea 
of  International  organisation  for  the  maintenance  of  peace. 
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In  this  connection  I  allow  myself  the  following  remarks: 

If  tills  Netherlands  amendment  is  passed,  one  of  the  ob- 
jections the  Netherlands  Government  has  against  the  proposed 
voting-system  will  be  removed.  By  no  means  all  objections. 
The  fact,  that  the  big  powers,  also  then,  can  cast  their  voto 
in  their  own  case,  if  a  decision  is  to  be  taken  to  maintain 
or  restore  peace,  remains  in  their  opinion,  in  connection  with 
the  need  of  a  concurrence  of  votes  of  the  permanent  members  in 
such  a  case,  a  serious  drawback  of  the  plan.  The  position 
created  in  this  way  seems  contrary  to  the  Juridical  equality 
of  all  nations.  But,  apart  from  this:  can  it  ever  be  ex- 
pected that  any  power  will  enable  the  organisation  by  its  own 
vote  to  take  measures  against  itself  if  it  can  prevent  that? 
Con  it  ever  be  expected  that  if  any  measure  might  cause  any 
serious,  be  It  only  economic  or  indirect,  harm  to  a  nation, 
this  nation  Itself  will  contribute  to  such  sufferings  by  vot- 
ing in  favor  of  it?  The  Netherlands  Government  remains,  even 
if  its  forementioned  amendment  is  passed,  of  the  opinion  that 
the  proposed  voting  system  meets  with  serious  objections.  They 
con,  as  I  said  before,  acquiesce  in  it  for  the  time  being,  be- 
cause it  seems  impossible  to  obtain  at  once  an  Ideal  org£nisa- 
tion,  but  to  acquiesce  does  not  mean  tcr  agree  to  it.  The  Neth- 
erlands Government  does  hopeHEKat  ir  not  now  then  in  the  fu- 
ture, Improvements  in  the  voting  system  may  be  Introduced. 

It  hopes  for  such  a  possibility  because  to  its  utmost 
satisfaction  it  has  observed  that  it  is  not  alone  in  the  opin- 
ion that  the  proposed  voting  system  in  itself  is  not  satis- 
factory, may  it  be  accepted  for  the  present.  It  thinks  that 
in  certain  considerations  from  the  side  of  the  sponsoring 
powers,  for  instance  in  a  press -conference  of  the  Chinese  Min- 
ister for  Foreign  Affairs  Dr.  Soong,  there  was  heard  an  indi- 
cation of  the  same  opinion.  It  heard  also  the  French  dele* 
gat  ion  explaining  by  the  mouth  of  the  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Monsieur  Bldault,  'that  the  so-called  veto  of  the  big 
powers  certainly  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  Juridical  ideal 
which  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  once  in  the  future  it  will  be 
realised  by  common  understanding  of  all  nations.  It  was  the 
Impression  of  the  Netherlands  Government  that  France  too  looks 
upon  this  right  of  veto  for  the  present  as  a  consequence  of 
the  demands  of  a  hard  reality  and  only  therefore  will  abstain 
from  proposals  that  might  endanger  the  cooperation  of  the  big 
nations.  By  what  I  said  it  is  clear  that  this  is  also  the 
Netherlands  point  of  view,  although  the  Netherlands  Government 
will  be  prepared  to  consider  any  proposal  that  might  aim  at 
Improvement  of  the  voting  system,  with  the  utmost  Interest  and 
the  closest  attention. 

I  take  tho  liberty,  Mr.  Chairman,  after  having  explained 
the  Netherlands  point  of  view  and  the  meaning  -  in  our  opin- 
ion also  the  importance  -  of.  this  amendment  to  recommend  its 
adoption  by  this  commit teo. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  40?  (ENG.,  FR.) 

on  International  Organization  i11/^18,^* 

°  May  18,  194S 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


FOR  TENTH  MEETING*  OF  COMMITTEE  III/I 
May  18,  1945,  8:30  P.M. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous 
meeting 

(2)  Continuation  of  consideration  of  Section  C,  Chapter 
VI,  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposal's,  and  of  the  amendments 
thereto  proposrd  by  thr  various  governments 

(3)  Other  business 

ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  Lk  DIXIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/I 

13  mai  1945  K  20  H.  30 

(1)  Expose  des  travaux  de  lr.  sornce  precedente 

(2)  Suite  de  la  discussion  eur  la  Section  C,  Chapitre 
VI,  dos  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  et  les 
amendements  y  ralatifs,  proposes  pr.r  Its  divers 
feouvernenants 

(3)  Autres  questions 
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Orlmea  formula  prevented  a  country  which  was  an  intoropted 
party  from  participating  in  the  decisions  tak^a  undwx* 
Chapter  VIII,  Section  A.  While  l,t  was  admitted  tliut  In 
some  respects  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  were  being 
beneficially  amended  at  this  Conforenco,  it  was  contended 
that  ouch  a  fundamental  matto.r  as  the  voting  formula  could 
not  bo  changed  without  weakoning  the  effectiveness  of  the- 
Security  Council. 

In  opposition  to  this  point  of  view  t:ie  requirements 
of  unanimity  among  tho  ere  at  pc  warts  ws,s  doclurod  by  thu 
Delegate  of  Mexico  to  be  unprecedented  :uid  against  all 
concepts  of  justice.   The  right  of  a  great  .vwo»r  to  veto 
measures  under  Chi.pt  ur  VIII,  Section  B,  might  load  to  G, 
situation  similar  to  that  of  c  murderer  who  is  permitted 
"•o  veto  on  his  own  guilt.   The  Dultgtite  of  Mexico  doclcrod, 
however,  that  his  Government  would  accept  unanimity  for 
Chapte-  VIII,  Soctioii  B,  but  cculJ  act  vst<*  for  the  present 
Durrib&rl^rj,  0-lry  tt»xt  aud  nsado  a  vlwrt  fox1  c/t  l^aat  the 
Aua  trillion  amendment  (De-c.  ':,  G/1'V  (l)^  p.  8),  providing 
fcr  abstcnulv.il  from  voting  ir  a  number  cf  the  Council  vcro 
inter  jstod  in  a  case  arising  under  Section  A  and  the  firot 
paragraph  of  S^cttcn  C  of  Chapter  VIII. 

Th^  Dol**fAto  w«f  El  Salvcidor  raovod  tho  otacndinont 
pri-scntccl  by  hie  Ocvcrnmont  (Dec,  2,  G/l^r  (j),  p.  l)  as 
follows  : 


]4.      In  dealing  with  iri.itt.Lr^  that   ri.i-o  not  of 
•-  prvccdural  ni-turt  ,    if  the?   ",ff  Iniitlvj  v^.tx:  ^f 
o«.;vcii  or  more  iaorabcrs    ol  tho  Security  (Vuncll 
includou  thw   concurring  vot-^s  c%f  a  mtij^rity  of 
thi3  pornancnt  nombcra  of  the  Council^   but  not  tho 
\inanl«.i<  us  vc»t^  of  ouch  pc»rmuiiLnt  muDbcr-s,    tho 
SoourJty  Council  ah&ll  refer  tho  natter  uiidor 
conald^ratijn  to  tho  Goner  ul  Assenbly  for  fJnal 
doclajjn  4Jid  ohall  act  in  duo  time  in  <j,cc'.  rdanco 
with  such  CL  decision  of  tlie  firijieral  Asacntbly, 
which  in  this   caao  wjll  require   a  two  -thirds 
majority  vc^tu. 

•He*  alsi;  took  the  ^  sitir,n  tliat  tlioro  ahoi'ld  not  oe  a 
requironent  for  unonJaAty  with  roepcct  t*  pacific  ac-ttlc- 
nont  but  devoted  hiraaolf  in  tl»f.  rju.iri  to  pointing  '.»ut   thc*t 
the  amendment  of  Rl  Salvador  wiia  designed  to  me  ot  c.  situa- 
tion in  whirth  a  du^dl^ck  might  ai-J.oc  fr.-n  failure  to 
otftain  iu?ity  ^arionc  th£i  pormnc-nt  mu-robers.     Pz-ovia;  n  for 
rofuronoe  t.r   the  General  Aaauubly  vas  not  only  ";•„  roulistlc" 
prcceduru  but  was   justified  boc^usc*   the  CK,norr*l  Aasonbly 
was  tho  most   veprooontativu  body  of  the  Orgrjaization. 

The  Dclcgatu  of  Chile  aocjndod  the;  views  expressed 
in  tho  previous  auoting  by  thu  Delegate  of  Australia. 
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formula  prevented  a  country  which  was  .-UL  Interested 
purty  from  participating  in  the  decisions  t'iK'-i  undur 
Chapter  VIII,   Section  A.      Whilo   It  was  admitted  that    Ln 
some  iv-opects  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  were  bcinj: 
beneficially  amended  at  this   Conference,    it  vVs   contended 
that   such  a  fundamental  matter  as   the  voting  formula   could 
net  bc<   chcngod  without  weakling  the  wffectivcnoss   of  the- 
Sucurity  Council, 

In  opposition  to   this  point  of  view  the-,  requirements 
of  unanimity  cmon^  tho  c*'C-*t  pcwe-ru  was  d?cl_r^d  by  the 
DC  legato  of  Mexico  to  bo  unprecedented  :vnd  a^-nlnst  all 
concepts   of   justice.      The?  right  of  a  Great    .wor  to  veto 
measures  under  ChJ.pt  ur  VIII  ;    Section  ?},   mi^ht   load  to  p, 
sltuatjon  oAmtlar  to  that  of  r    murderer  who   is  permitted 
"•^  vote-   on  his   ovii  putlt.      The   LVltg-ito  of  Mexico  d^clar^d, 
however,    that  his  GovciTjncrit  wc-ulJ,  r.jcc  pt   unax-JmLty   for 
Cliaptsr-  VIII,    Sod:  Sou  B,    but   cculJ  net  votu  fcr  the    pix- 
DLdtitiirL^ti  0,-.ky    t-xt   and  ^iado   a,  plv-a  fc.«-  c.t   l^::st   the 
Avis  t  r  'ii  1  an  one  ndiac  at    (  DC  c  .    C  ,    G/1'V    (  1  )  ,    i>  .    8  )  ,    pi-o  vl  din^; 
iVr  iibs  ten  L.iv.ii  from  vot'.njx   Ii"   a  noiaVoi1   .'f  thv.   Council  vcro 
intorewtod  in  a  cj,ac   ar'.oixi^  under  Swor.ion  A  and  the   first 
paragraph  or?  S^c.ticn   C  of   Chapter  VIII. 


Dol'X^to   .'f  El  Salvador  uovod  tho   iuacnd*nor*t 
pr»-sonLcd  bjr  his  Gcv^rniuent    (Dec.    ?,   G/l^   (j)»   P-    1)   Q- 
follcws: 


4.      In  d-^liUE  with  ii(;l,t.crj   tl-ut    ".i-o  n.  t   of 
•-  pr-»o.,dural  jv^tur^    if  tho   MT  Lrn-^tiv,.  Vv.t;j   .-f 
o.;vti.  or  moro  i-io'ubci'D    ">i    "ch:-  Security  G  uncll 
included   the.    concurring  vct^r*   cf  a  runjority  ^-f 
th»    porn^nont  Members   of  the   Council,    but  not   thu 
unon^^uufl   v.  -te   of  such  pc'r»iviiis.iit  murbct'C,    the 
Si--onrJty  Council   shall   refer  tho  n^tt^r  ui.dor 
cmisld^ratijri  to  the  Goncrul  Assct-ibly  fca1 
doclsK-n  ;jid  ohall  act   in  duu  time   in  j.cc 
with  such   c.  decision  of   the  Gt  i^era]    Assembly, 
which   In  thici   cas/  will  require   u  two-thirds 
majority  vj^tu. 

•It-   als»,   to  jk  the  pi  siti-.  r.  that   thfov   yhoi'ld  not   oe   i* 
rk'gairoiicnt   fur  uninJ:.i.f.*y  with  roepcct   t^  pacific   settle  - 
nont  but   devoted  himself  in  tl%.    :i£.i«'i  tr-  pcliitlriC  '»ut   th^t 
the   oi'iondnciit   of  El  S-ilvudor  wr.u   ilesijjird  to  me  ot   c.  situa- 
tion in  whii*.  a  detidl..ojft   might   aviac  fr  n  faJlur-e   to 

urity  ojrioa^  the  pcmSiu-nt  mwDbtrs.      Pi-avis;  n  for 

t-   the  General    Aus^iably  wjis  not   ^nly  M-.  roulistic11 
prccodui-u  but  waa   jusbificd  bocause   th^  Gtn^-r^l  Assuribly 
was  the  moat   veprc^ocntativu  body   jf  th^  Orc'jaiz'itlcn. 

The   Delegate   of  Chile   aoc.:ndcd   the  views   expressed 
in  tho  provious  ueoting  by  tlio  Delce^bc  of  Australia. 
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Tho  Delegate  of  Colombia,  reserving  for  a  lator  occasion 
a  statement  of  his  Delegation's  attitude  concerning  a  "veto11, 
declared  that  its  position  coincided  with  that  of  Chile.   Ho 
then  made  the  following  motion: 

Considering  that  discussion  on  the  application 
of  provisions  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  with  rela- 
tion to  the  measures  that  the  Security  Council 
should  take  in  compliance  with  Section  A,  Chapter 
VIII,  has  made  it  clear  that  there  is  not  a  uniform 
interpretation  of  tho  voting  procedure  in  that 
respect; 

IT  IS  RESOLVED  that  the  Chairman  appoint  a 
Subcommittee  composed  of  the  members  of  the  four 
sponsoring  powers  and  Australia,  Cuba,  Egypt, 
the  Netherlands,  and  Greece  in  order  to  prepare 
in  collaboration  with  tho  Rapporteur  a  draft 
amendment  to  Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  that  may 
clarify  tho  doubts  that  have  arisen  in  the  course 
of  discussion;  and  which  will  consider,  as  wall, 
the  possibility  of  introducing  into  that  section 
those  proposed  amendments  that  may  be  doomed 
advisable. 

The  Delegate  of  Colombia  suggested  this  procedure  in 
order  to  clarify  the  provisions  of  the  Crimea  text  but  urged 
that  discussion  in  the  Committee  should  also  continue.   The 
Delegates  of  Poru  and  Cuba  seconded  the  Colombian  motion. 

Certain  questions  immediately  arose  concerning  the  mean- 
ing of  the  resolution:  Whether  it  was  intended  that  the  Sub- 
committee should  clarify  tho  text,  or  should  also  attempt  to 
amend  it.   The  Delegate  of  New  Zealand,  referring  to  a  state- 
ment made  at  tho  previous  meeting  on  behalf  of  one  of  tho 
sponsoring  governments  to  tho  effect  that  one  permanent  mem- 
ber not  party  to  a  dispute  could  not  block  action  under  Chap- 
ter VIII,  Section  A,  Paragraphs '1-3,  believed  that  if  this 
statement  represented  the  views  of  all  of  the  four  powers 
the  situation  was  not  without  hope.   If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  four  powers  adhered  to  the  Crimea  formula  then  a  Sub- 
committee to  consider  amendments  would  be  a  waste  of  time. 
A  point  in  particular  need  of  clarification  was  whether  tho 
investigation  of  a  dispute  could  be  initiated  by  the  President 
of  the  Security  Council  without  tho  need  of  a  vote,  and  if 
not,  whether  the  decision  to  investigate  a  dispute  was  a 
procedural  or  substantive  matter. 

He  went  on  to  say  that  it  was  obvious  to  anybody  that  if 
the  great  nations,  who  have  to  set  their  military  forces  'into 
operation,  wore  required  to  do  it  by  a  majority  vote  of  a 
number  of  small  nations  which  could  make  no  groat  contribution, 
the  Organization  would  fall  because. of  lack  of  weight,  but  he 
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thought  that  the  problem  could  be  solved  in  a  better  way  than. 
that  of  the  Crimea  voting  formula.  He  pointed  out  that  in 
another  place  in  the  Charter  the  great  powers  would  have  a 
veto  over  the  process  of  amendment.  This  he  contended  was 
a  very  dangerous  provision  which  would,  in  effect,  bring 
about  a  situation  where  the  artificially  created  shell  of 
the  world  organization  would  bo  unable  to  contain  the 
nations  within  it.  Provision  must  therefore  bo  made  for 
change. 

He  declared  that  there  were  many  fine  things  being 
written  into  the  Charter  and  asked  that  they  not  be  made 
into  petrified  platitudes  by  such  inaccoptable  clauses  as 
those  in  Chapter  VI,  Section  C.   He  thought  that  while 
machinery  could  not  of  itself  prevent  war — a  fact  proved 
by  the  experiment  of  the  League — nevertheless,  it  could 
help  smooth  the  way  and  make  things  go  more  easily.   He 
asserted  that  sentiment  was  running  deep  in  many  countries 
throughout  the  world  against  any  provision  for  a  "vote". 
If  the  view  expressed  that  there  was  no  veto  so  far  as 
paragraphs  1,  2  and  3  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII,  were 
concerned  was  the  view  of  the  other  sponsoring  governments, 
that  fact  should  be  made  clear.   He  suggested  that  the 
sponsoring  governments  should,  at  the  very  least,  remove 
the  power  of  veto  concerning  the  amending  process  and 
pleaded  that  by  their  acceptance  of  changes  in  such 
important  points,  they  would  offer  grounds  for  hope  and 
confidence  in  the  United  Nations  Organization. 

The  Delegates  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  United 
States  asked  that  the  Colombian  motion  be  amended  to  limit 
the  terms  of  reference  of  the  Subcommittee  to  clarification 
of  the  voting  formula  and  indicated  that  thoy  could  not 
otherwise  accept  membership  on  the4  Subcommittee.   It  was 
also  pointed  out  that  the  Committee  was  making  a  mistake 
by  falling  into  the  habit  of  using  the  word  "veto"  which 
was  an  ugly  one  and  which  aroused  antagonism.   Furthermore, 
since  in  the  League  of  Nations  every  member  of  the  Council 
and  not  a  minority  in  It  could  exercise  a  veto,  the  Yalta 
formula  was  a  distinct  advance.   The  Colombian  Delegate 
explained  that  he  had  proposed  that  the  drafting  of  amend- 
ments be  included  in  the  terms  of  reference  of  the  Sub- 
committee because  he  felt  that  if  the  text  needed  clarifica- 
tion its  wording  might  need  to  be  changed.  He  agreed, 
however,  to  confine  the  function  of  the  Subcommittee  to 
that  clarification. 

The  Chinese  Delegate  pointed  out  that  although  his 
government  had  not  been  present  at  Yalta  it  had  accepted 
the  Decision  concerning  voting,  first  because  it  doslred  to 
maintain  the  unity  of  the  sponsoring  governments  that  had 
contributed  so  much  to  tho  war  of fort  and  could  contribute 
BO  much  to  tho  maintenance  of  peace,  and  socond,  because 
China's  acceptance  of  tho  Crimean  Conference  would  moon 
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that  the  invitations  to  the  present  Conference  would  be  sent 
out  at  an  early  date.   While  the  Chinese  Delegation  did  not 
deny  that  there  were  weaknesses  in  the  voting  formula  it 
felt  that  there  were  certain  advantages  since,  contrary  to 
the  situation  in  the  League  at  the  time  of  the  Manchurion 
crisis,  all  the  great  powers  would  be  members  of  the  Organi- 
zation which  was  now  being  set  up.   Moreover,  the  rule  of 
unanimity  meant  that  in  time  of  crisis  all  five  great 
powers  would  back  up  any  decision  takun  by  the  Council. 
For  these  reasons  China  was  fully  prepared  to  c^Vu  the 
proposed  voting  formula  a  trial.   As  for  the  Subcommittee, 
the  Chinese  Delegate  asserted  that  he  would  be?  cT-^d  to 
support  it  if  its  terms  of  reference  wore  reduced  to  those 
of  clarification. 

It  was  folt  by  the  Delegate  of  Byelorussia  that  this 
was  not  a  proper  time  te  appoint  a  subcommittee  and  it  would 
be  better  to  do  so  at  the  end  of  general  discussion. 

Decision;   Bj  a  vote  of  £^L  i£  3  the 
Colombian  resolution  was  pa 9 3 c?  vlth 
the  following  revision  cf  the  "ETcc"!!? 
paragraph ; 

"IT  IS  RESOLVED  that  the  Chairman 
appoint  c,  subcommittee  composed  of 
representatives  of  the  fou)1  sponsor- 
ing powers  and  Australia >  Cube., 
Egypt,  the  Netherlands,  Greece  and 
France  which  will  stud>  with  the 
Rapporteur  Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  in 
order  t:>  clarify  the  doubts  that  have 
arisen  in  the  course  of  discussion." 

The  Czechoslovak  Representative  declared  that  the 
meaning  of  Chapter  VI,  Secticn  C,  seemed  quite  clear.   It 
was  necessary,  said  he,  to  establish  the  rule  of  unity 
among  the  five  permanent  powers  because  this  unity  con- 
stituted the  best  guarantee  of  peace  for  all.   In  his  view, 
the  great  powers  were  not  free  to  do  as  they  pleased  under 
this  voting  formula  because  they  were  bound  by  the  principles 
set  forth  in  the  Chafer.   Ho  pointed  out  that  the  small 
nations,  particularly  his  own,  had  been  very  grateful  for 
the  unity  of  the  great  powers  which  had  made  victory  pos- 
sible in  this  war  and  ho  trusted  that  with  full  understanding 
of  the  Charter  and  especially  of  Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  tliv. 
same  joint  effort  would  prevail  after  the  war.   Czechoslovakia 
would  therefore  support  the  proposals  of  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments. 

The  Delegate  of  Peru,  explaining  his  support  of  the 
Colombian  resolution,  thought  that  it  would  enable  the 
sponsoring  governments  to  state  thoir  position  more  clearly. 


337 

He  believed  that  unanimity  should  not  bo  insisted  upon  in 
regard  to  pacific  settlement  arid  that  Peru  therefore  sup- 
ported the  proposal  of  Australia  and  Chile,  especially  us 
jt  applied  to  regional  agreements.  Ho  believed  that  histori- 
cally tho  liber urn  veto  had  always  led  to  great  difficulty 
and  that  the  League  or  Nations  furnished  the  most  recent 
example  of  its  disastrous  results.  He  felt  that  while 
unanimity  might  bo  a  desirable  ideal,  the  requirement  of 
unanimity  would  cause  trouble  because  it  would  encourage 
dissidonce. 

Tho  Byelorusa-i.un  Representative  assorted  that  in  hio 
opinion  voting  was  as  Important  a  question  as  the  composi- 
tion of  the  Council.   He  felt  that  the  question  had  been 
examined  thoroughly  and  that  a  wise  decision  had  been 
reached  at  Yalta.   He  emphasized  that  the  sponsoring 
governments  had  brought  about  the  end  of  tho  war  in  Europe 
and  that  the  perpetuation  of  unity  among  them  was  to  the 
interest  of  all  peace-loving  nations.   This  unity  would  bo 
greatly  aided  by  the  requirement  of  tholr  unanimity  in  the 
Council.   The  fact  that  thoy  could  exercise  the  greatest 
force  in  the  world  did  not  affect  the  fundamental  interests 
of  the  small  countries  but  was  an  Jriourancc  of  future 
peace  and  security  in  which  all  had  a  paramount  interest. 

The  Chairman  requested  that  the  Secretariat  c.  vc-;'..-  1-: 
more  complete  reports  of  tho  Committee's  proceedings  and 
adjourned  the  meeting  at  11:40  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference       •  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  DOC.  459  (FRENCH  * 

e  IIIA/22 

May  21,   1945 


III        Security  Council 


Comite  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

PROCES  VERbAL  BttiMAIRE  DE  LA  DIXIEME  8EANOE  DU  OPHITE  III/l 
Veterans  Building.  Salle  225,  le  18  mai  1946  h  8  h  46 

La  dixieme  seance  du  Comlte  eet  ouverte  par  le  President 
&  8  h  46. 

1.  Suite  de  1  '  exnmen  de  la  flection  (3,  Chapltre  VI. 

Lc  Comite  continue  la  discussion  gener?le  sur  les  pro  oei- 
ticns  de  la  Conference  de  Crlmle  relatives  h  la  procedure  de 
vote  au  Cons  ell  de  Becurlte.  Dfune  part,  certains  membres  insis- 
tent sur  la  necessity  de  maintenir  I'unanimltc  entre  les  membres 
permanent  s  afin  de  ocnserver  lf  unite  des  grnndes  puissances. 
D'un  outre  cote  certains  membres  p,ppuient  vivement  le  projet 
tendont  k.proceder  a  un  nouvel  exnmen  des  dispositions  rela- 
tives au  vote,  en  parti  culler  drjis  leur  application  aux  cas 
de  reglement  paolfique  des  differends. 

Le  d£l£gue  du  Canada,  appuyc  par  le  delegue  de  la  Belglque, 
suggfere  en  outre  que  non  seulement  11  n'y  ait  aucun  drolt  de  veto 
pour  une  partie  interessee  &  un  differend  (alnsi  que  le  prevoit 
le  chapltre  VIII  section  A,  Reglement  paoifique  des  lltlges)  ma  is 
eg^lement  que  ce  drolt  soit  denie  &  un  nembre  permanent  qui  n'est 
pas  partie  h  un  litige.  Flusieurs  delegues  deoandent  aux  repre- 
sentants  des  quatre  puissances  invltantes  de  proceder  h  un  nouvel 
examen  de  la  formule  de  vote  adoptee  h  Xaltn  et  de  montrer,  par 
leur  bonne  volonte  a  ap  porter  des  modifications  oonformes  aux 
voeux  unanlmes,  qu'elles  ^prouvent  elles-memes,  pour  la  nouvelle 
organisation,  la  foi  qu'elles  demandent  aux  plus  petites  nations. 

Un  deleguj  de  I'U.R.B.S.  declare  que  la  question  du  vote  a 
fait  I'objet  d'une  etude  plus  profonde  que  n'importe  quelle 
autre  partie  des  propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  que  la  solu- 
tion qui  en  est  resultee  fut  le  disir  fondamental  de  rotforoer 
le  sentiment  d1  union  panni  les  grandee  puissances.  Certains 
d&legues  exprlment  I1  opinion  que  la  morche  dee  £v^nements 
pendant  la  guerre  a  prouve  la  Juste  see  de  oe  point  de  vue.  Kn 
outre,  on  affirme  qu1  aucun  ohangeaent  dans  la  procedure  de.vote 
adopte  &  Xnltr  ne  sernit  souh*it*ble  oar  ai  les  decisions  prises 
au  Coneeil  de  Becuriti  nfetaient  pas  unanimes,  II  en  resulteralt 
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vine  cause  do  froissomont.  On  recommit  quo  le  droit  de  veto 
mottralt  los  mombres  du  Conseil  do  Sdcurltfi  dans  unc  situation 
particulifero,  mais  on  fait  obsorvor  d!autre  part  quo  oola  corrcs 
pond  aux  rosponsabilltds  ot  aux  devoirs  qui  lour  soront  impos6s. 
En  outro  la  fornxulo  do.  Yalta  ompeche  un  pays  qul  n'ost  pas  partii 
Int6ross<5o  au  litigo  do  participcr  aux  decisions  prises  on  vortu 
du  chapitro  VIII  soction  A,  Tout  on  admottant  qu!&  certains 
dgards  los  propositions  do  Dumbarton  Oaks  ont  6t6  hourousoment 
amonddes  a  cotto  conference,  certains  ddl6gu6s  soutionnont  qu!on 
no  pout  modifier  uno  question  d1 importance  aussl  fondaroontalc 
quo  la  procedure  do  voto  sans  affaibllr  I'cfficacitd  d! action 
du  Consoil  do  S<Scurit<5, 

En  opposition  avcc  co  point  do  vuo  le  d6ldgu6  du  Moxlque 
declare  quo  la  n£ccssit6  do  I'unonimitd  parmi  los  grandes  puis- 
sances ost  une  disposition  pour  laquollo  11  n'oxiste  pas  do  pr6- 
c6dont  ot  qul  cst  contraire  h  tous  los  concepts  do  justice.  Le 
droit  accordd  Zt  unc  grando  pulosanco  d!imposor  son  v6to  confor- 
mdment  aux  dispositions  du  chapitre  VIII  section  B.  pourrait 
entral#er  une  situation* analogue  &  cello  ott  on  accordorait  & 
un  mcurtrlor  lo  droit  dc  votei*  sur  sa  propre  culpabilit6. 
Copendant  le  d6l6gu6  du  Moxlquo  declare  quc  son  gouvornomont 
occoptora  la  r&gle  de  lfunanimlt<5  lorsqu'il  s'agit  du  chapitro 
VIII  section  B,  mals  qufil  ne  saurait  voter  le  texte  actuol 
do  Dumbarton  Oaks;  11  dcmando  done  qufon  adopto  au  mo ins  I'araon- 
dement  dc  I'Australio  (Doc. 2,  G/14  (l),  p.o)  qul  pr6voit  I1 abs- 
tention au  vote  si  un  mcmbro  du  Conscll  do  3ocurlt6  est  diroo- 
tomont  lAtdressd  dons  un  cas  soulev6  par  la  Section  A  ot  lo 
premier  paragraphe - de  la  Soction  C  chapltro  VIII. 

Lo  d<5l6gud  du  Salvador  propose  I'omondomont  suivont  soumis 
par  son  Gouvornonont  (Doc. 2,  G/14  (j),  p.  1)  : 

4.  Dans  les  questions  qui  no  sont  pas  des  questions  de 
procedure,  si  le  vote  offlrnatif  do  sept  mcmbros  du  Conseil 
do  S6curit6  ou  plus,  coinprond  les  volx  d'utie  majoritfi  naio 
non  do  I'unanlmltd  dos  mcmbros  permanent s  du  Conseil,  lo 
Conseil  de  Stfcurite  ronvcrra  la  question  pour  decision 
finale  &  lfAssenbl6o  Gdndralo  ot  agira  cnsuito  conformdment 
2L  cetto  d6clsion  4o  I'Assombldo  qul  dovra  ctre  prise  5..  la 
majorit6  dos  deux- tiers  dos  znembres* 

A  son  avis,  on  ne  doit  pas  cxlger  l^unonlmitd  lorsqu1!! 
s!afitit  d'un  roglcmont  pacifiquo;  11  s Attache  prlncipalement 
&  donontror  quo  lfanenidom(mt  du  Salvador  a  pour  but  de  rdsoudre 
uno.  situation  oh.  I1 on  pourrait  so  trouvor  dans  une  impasse  fauto 
de  rdalisor  lf unltd  pormi  les  mombres  periaanonts.  Uno  clause 
de  ronvol  dovant  UAssembldo  G6n6ralo  no  roprdsonto  pas  seulo- 
nont  tine  procdduro  (rdaliito),  mals  olio  ost  justifide  par  lo 
fait  quo  I'Assonbltfo  Gdn6ralo  ost  lforganisnc  le  plus  roprtfson- 
tatif  do  I1 Organisation. 
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Le  d£l6gu£  du  Chili  seconde  I1 opinion  exprlrade  sur  oe  - 
point  &  la  seance  pr6o6dontof  par  lo  d6l6gu6  do.  1 'Australia. 

Lo  deifigue  do  la  Colombia,  r6servant  pour  une  occasion 
ultericure  un  expose  sur  I1 attitude  do  sa  delegation  &  If6gard 
du  droit  do  veto,  declare  quo  son  attitude  ost  identlquo  & 
colic  du  Chill*  II  propose  la  motion  sulvante  t 

"Etant  donne  quo  la  discussion  sur  1 'application  des 
dispositions  do  la  section,  Chapitrc  VI  relatives  aux 
mesures  quo  le  Conscil  de  S6curit6  doit  prendro  confor- 
mdment  &  la  Section  A,  Chapitre  VIII  a  permis  do  se  rcndre 
comptc  qu'i  cet  6gard  11  n'existo  pas  d1 interpretation 
uniformo  de  la  procedure  de  vote. 

LE  COMITE  DECIDE  quo  le  PrSsidcnt  constitucra  un 
Sous-Comite  composd  de  membrcs.  dos  quatre  puissances 
invitantes,  dc  I1 Australia,  de  Cuba,  do  I'Egyptc,  dos 
Pays-Bas  ot  de  la  Gr&co  pour  dresser  on  collaboration  avcc 
le  Rapporteur  du  pro jet  d'amcndement  au  Chapitre  VI,  Section 
C,  susceptiblo  de  clarifior  les  doutes  qui  ont  surgl  au 
cours  de  la  discussion.  Co  Sous-Comite  considerora  6galement 
la  possibility  d1 insurer  le  cas  6ch6ant  dans  cette  section 
d!autrcs  propositions  d'oniondcments.  qui  pourraicnt  sambler 
oppor tunes." 

Le  Ddl6gud  de  la  Colombie  sugg&re  cette  procedure  af in  de 
clarifler  les  dispositions  do  la  Declaration  dc  Crim6o,  mais 
insiste  pour  quo  le  Comit6  poursulve  sa  discussion  sur  co  point. 
Los  D5l6gu6s  du  P6rai  et  4e  Cuba  appuient  la  motion  de  la  Colombie. 

Certalnes  questions  so  posent  Inunddiatement  sur  le  sens  do 
cette  resolution  :  A-t-ello  pour  but  de  conficr  au  Sous-Comit6 
le  soin  de  clarif ier  le  toxte  ou  blen  doit-il  tenter  egalemcnt 
dc  I'ainejidcr.  Le  D6l6gu6  de  la  Nouvelle-Z6lande,  so  referant 
b,  uno  declaration  faite  au  cours  do  la  stfancc  pr6cedentc  au  nom 
d'un  dos  Orouvernements  Invitants,  aux  tcrmes  de  laquellc  un 
membro  permanent  du  Conscil,  non  partie  Ji  vm  confllt  no  peut  pas 
faire  obstacle  5,  I1 action  du  Consell  pr6vu  au  Chapitre  VIII, 
section  A,  alin6as  1-3*  ostino  quo  si  cette  declaration  rcpr6- 
sonte  I1 avis  de  tcutos  les  quatre  puissances,,  la  situation  est 
loin  d'etre 
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Si!  par  allleurs,  les  quatre  Puissances  adoptaient  la 
formule  de  la  Declaration  du  Criintfe,  le  travail  du  Sous-Comite 
BUT  1'oxamen  dee  amendements  eeralt  une  perte  dc  temps. 

Un  point  dolt  fare  precis*  tout  particulUrement,  fc 
eavolr  si  le  President  du  Consell  dc  Stfcurlttf  peut  dtfclencher 
une  enqutfte  sur  un  oonfllt  sans  qu1!!  solt  n«ceesalre  de  ru- 
courlr  fe.  un  vote  . prtfalable,  et  dans  le  cas  contralre,  si  la 
decision  d'enqu^tc  sur  un  diff^rend  conotltuc  une  question  de 
fond  ou  de  forme. 

Le  Ddlrfgu*  de  la  Nouvelle  Zdlande  ajoute  qu'il  est 
evident  que  el  les  Orandes  Puissances,  qul  dolvent  ddcloncher 
I1  action  de  leurs  forces  armtfc-s,  aont  obligees  de  le  fr.lre 
par  guite  d'un  "Ote  de  majority  imanant  dfun  certain  nombre  dc 
petite  puissances,  qul  incapablee  d'apporter  une  contribution 
substantielle  h,  1'actlon  commune,  1! organisation  Internationale 
s^croulera  faute  de  puissance  effective.  Mais  11  eotimc  que 
le  problfcme  pourrolt  £tre  rssolu  dfune  fayon  olus  s^tisfolsante 
oue  per  la  procedure  de  vote  adoptee  fc  la  Conference  de 
Crimie.  II  fait  observer  que  conformtfment  fe  d'autres  sections 
de  la  Charte,  les  Grades  Puissances  pourr^ient  opposer  leur 
veto  aux  propositions  d'amenderaonts.  A  son  svls  uno  telle- 
disposition  est  extreratsraent  dangereuse  dfr  elle  curt  pour 
effeL  de  crier  une  situation  oti  la  coqullle  artiflclelle  crefe 
pour  I1 organisation  Internationale  ne  pourrait  pas  contenir 
toutes  les  nations  qul  devraient  y  entrer.  On  dolt  done 
prendre  des  mesures  pour  modifier  cette  situation.  Or  un 
certain  nombre  d1  excellence  dispositions  ont  £t£  inscrites 
dans  la  charge.  Le  Dtfltfgutf  de  la  Nouvelle  Ztflande  deraande 
qu'on  ne  Its  transformc  ;jas  en  platitudes  p^trifitfes,  au  moyen 
de  clauses  inacceptaolee  telles  que  celles  du  Chapitre  VI 
Section  C.  A  son  avis,  alors  qufun  organismc  est  incapable  par 
lui-raune  d'empechcr  une  guerre — et  I'uxpL'rienci.  de  la  S.D.N. 
I1  a  ;orouvd — n^ariuioins  11  peut  aider  &  aplunlr  lee  dlfflcult^s 
et  fe  permettre  une  Evolution  plus  calme  des  eVfcnt-nhnts.  II 
affirmc  en  tout  cas  que  dans  blen  des  pays  h  tr avers  le  monde 
entler,  un  sentiment  profond  so  m&nifeete  et  circule,  contre 
toutes  dispositions  prtfvoyant  le  cU-oit  de  vtfto.  Si  I1 opinion, 
exprlm^t  dans  ce  Comlte^,  aux  termts  de  Icquelle  11  n'existe  pas 
de  droit  de  veto,  du  raoins  dens  lee  parrgr&phee  1,  2  et  3  de  la 
Section  A  Chapitre  VIII,  reprdsente  l!avis  des  rutres  gouverne- 
ments  invitants,  11  fnut  le  pr^cietr  clelrement.  II  suggfere 
que  les  gouvernements  invitonts  devraient  tout  ou  molns  abolir 
le  drolt  de  vtfto  sur  les  promts  d '  cunendement ;  en  acccptent  des 
changements  eur  des  points  d'une  telle  Imoortrnoe,  les  grr-ndes 
puissances  offriralent  une  bnse  h  1'espoir  et  k  lr  conf lance 
dens  I1 Organisation  des  Nations  Unles. 
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Lee  d£l£gu£s  du  Royaume-Uni  »f.  dee  Etats-Unis  demandent  que 
la  motion  du  delegue  de  Colomble  soit  amend^e  pour  limlter  le 
manda.t  du  Bius-Comlte  aux  precisions  a  apporter  a  la  formule  de 
vote;  einon  ila  ne  sauraient  accepter  d'etre  membree  du  Sous- 
Comite.  Us  signalent  egalement  rue  le  Comlt£  a  fait  une  faute 
en  orenant  1'habitude  d1  employer  le  mot  Mvetonj  cfest  un  vllaln 
mot  aui  suscite  de  I'antaaronisme.  En  outre,  £t»nt  donn£  qu'^i 
la  Societ^  des  Nations  ch?.que  membre  du  Conseil,  et  non  seulemenl 
une  minority  ^ouvalt  exercer  le  *roit  de  veto,  la  formule  de 
Yalta  represente  un  r>rogres  tres  net.  Le  D^legrue  de  Colorable 
explique  qu!ll  a  propose  d'inserer  d^ne  le  mandat  du  Sous-comlte 
le  droit  de  proposer  des  projete  d'amendement  parce  que  sl^le 
sens  du  texte  a  besoln  d'etre  precis^,  ses  termes  devront  etre 
modifies.  II  accept  e  cepandant  de  llmiter  le  mandat  du  Sous- 
comite  c  la  clarification  du  texte. 

Le  D£l£gue  de  1?  Chine  fait  remarauer  que  quolflue  son  Gouver: 
ment  n^.lt  Das  asslste  a  la  Conference  de  Y^lta  11  "a  accept^  la 
decision  ^ortr.nt  sur  le  droit  de  vote,  d'abord  parce  ^ufil  desire 
maintenir  entre*  les  Gou^ernenente  invltrmte,  une  unite  qui  a 
tenement  contribu£  a  1*  effort  de  la  guerre  et  pourra  tellement 
contribuer  au  malntlen  de  la  paix;  ensults,  p^rce  aue  1'acceptatl 
par  IP  Chlne^de  la  Conference  de  Crimee  aurnit  slgnifie  que  les 
invitations  a  la  Dresente  Conference  aurnlent  ete  envoyees  un  peu 
plus  tot.  31en  que  In  Delegation  Chlnoise  ne  nie  r>as  qu'll  y  ait 
des  fniblesp.ps  dans  le  systeme  de  vote,  elle%  est  d'avis  oufil  y 
a  certains  avantapes  puisque,  contrnirement  a  la  situation  qui 
exlst^it  a  1?  Soclete  des  "Nations  lors  de  lr  crj.se  Mandchoue, 
toutes  les  ^randes  puissances  seralent  membres  de  I1  Organisation 
que  1'on  cree  en  ce  moment.  En  outre,  la  regie  de  I'unanlmlt^ 
signifie  qu'en  temt)s  de  crlse  toutee  ies  cinq  grrandes  puissances 
soutlendralent  toute  decision  pti^e  par  le^Conseil.  En  conse- 
quence, la  Chirrs  est  entieremrnt  dispos^e  a  eseayer  le  systeme 
de  votaoropose.  'Juant  au  Sous-Oomite,  le  Delegue  Chinols  assure 
qu'il  serait  heureux  de  lul  preter  eon  *ppui  el  le  mandat  du 
Sous-Comit£  se  llmitait  a  la  clarification  du  texte, 


Le  D£legu£  delA*Byelo-Russie  eet  d'avis  quelfe  moment  nfest 
pas  propice  a  la  creation  d'un  sous-comit^  et  qu'il  serait 
preferable  d'attendre  pour  cela  la  fin  de  la  discussion  generale. 

Decision;  Lgt  resolution  Colomblenne  eet 
adoptee  par  gg  voix  oontre^g  pvec  la  re- 
vision oi-dessous  aji  deuxieme  paragraphe: 

MLE  COMITE  DECIDE  que  le  President  devra 
conetituer  un  sous-coralte  comoos^  de  repr£- 
sentantp  des  nuajtre  T>ui8F.anoes  invlt^ntes, 
ainsi  que  de  I1  Australia,  de  Cuba,  de  1'Egypte, 
des  Pays-Bas,  de  la  Oreoe  et  de  la  Prance,  qui 
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devra  etudler  le  Chapitre  VI,  Section  C, 

aveo  le  Rp.pnortpur  af in  de  olarifier  lee 
doutee  qui  Be  sont  eleves  au  ooure  dee 
debate.11 

Le  Repr^sentant  Tcheooslovaaue  declare  aue  la  signification 
du  Chppltre  VI  Spction  0,  semble  etre  tres  clalre.  II  est 
nScessalre,  d'itabllr  la  regie  de  1'unlte  entre  lee  cinq  puls- 
eancee  permanentes ,  paroe  aue  cette  unite  constltue  la  meilleure 
sarantie  de  mix  mondinle,  Selon  lui,  Irs  grandes  ^ulssances  ne 
sont  r>as  libres  dfasir  corune  elles  veulent  sous  le  r>resent  syste 
de  vote  t>arce  qu1  elles  sont  tenues  de  respecter  les  nrin'cipes  de 
la  Charte.  II  fait  remarnuer  oue  les  netltes  puissances,  et  en 
particulier  la  sienne,  £prouvent  une  grande  gratitude  envers 
1'unlte  des  grandes  puissances,  qui  a^rendu  la  victoire  possible 
11  a  conf lance  qufavec  la  bonne  comprehension  des  princlpee  de  1 
Charte,  et  eurtout  du  Chapitre  VI,  Section  C,  la  meme  unite  dans 
lf effort  prevaudra  apres  la  guerre.  La  Tchlcoslovaqule  appuie 
done  les  propositions  des  gouverneiaents  Invitants. 

Le  Delegue  du  Perou,  en  formulant  son  adhesion  a  la  resolu- 
tion Colomblenne,  est  d'avls  qu'elle  r>ermettrait  aux  gouvernement 
inyltants  d'exposer  leur  position  plus  clalrement.  II  pense 
qu'll  ne  faut  pas  insister  sur  le  prlncipe  de  lfunFmimlt£  quand 
11  s'aglt  d'un  reglement  Daciflque  et  que,  r>ar  consequent,  le 
Perou  appuie  la  proposition  de  I'Auetralie  et  du  Chili,  d'autant 
plus  qu'elle  s'apnlique  aux  accords  reglonaux.  II  est  d'avis  qu 
dans  I'hletoire  le  "liberum  veto11  a  tou Jours  susclte  de  grandes 
dlfficultes  et  nue  la  Societe  des  Nations  nous  a  donne  I'exemple 
le  plus  recent  de  ses  resultnts  desr\streux.  A  son  avis,  blen 
que  I'unanlmit^  solt  un^deal  desirable,  le  fait  de  1'exiger 
caueeralt  des  difficultes  parce  aufelle  encouragerait  des  dis- 
sidences. 

Le  Representant  Byelo-russe  declare  qu'a  son  avis  la  questl 
du  vote  est  <wssl  important^  que  celle  de  la  compfrgitlon  du  Conse 
II  est  d'avls  aue  la  auestlon.a  et^  bien  examinee  ft  la  Conferenc 
de  Yalta  et  qu'on  ep.t  arriv£  a  une  decision  eage%  II  Inslste  eu 
le  fait  que  les  gouvernpments  Invltants  on  amene  a  une  heureuse 
fin  la  guerre  d'Europe^et  que  le  fait  de  perpetuer  lfunlte  entre 
eux  est  de/ltlnteret  merae  de  toutes  les  nations  eprises  de  palx. 
Cette  unite  serait  grandement  fmoourp.gee  par  le  fait  d'exiger 
leur  unanimlte  au  Consell.  Le  fait  oue  les  gouvernements  in- 
vltants  peuvent  mettre  en  nouvempnt  la  plus  grange  force  du  mon4 
n  affecte  pas  les  intprets  fondamnntaux  des  r>etites  nations;  mal 
constitue  une  assurwce  de  ^aix  et  de  securit^  futures,  auxquell 
toutee  les  nations  sont  interesses  au  maximum. 

Le  President  demande  au  Secretariat  de  dl6ti»lbupr  <**»s 
rendus^plus  complete  des  procedures  du  Comlte  et  11  leve  la 
seance  a  ZZ  h  40. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

j   +  .          7    /^          y.        .  RESTRICTED 

on    International  Organization  Doc.  ^59  (ENGLISH) 

III/1/22  (1) 
May  24,  19^5 

COMMISSION   III         Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDA  TO  THE 
SUMMARY  TO'5F?n^CT5  TEUtH  MEETING 


(At  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  China) 


(1)  Page  5*  third  line  from  the  top,  insert  at  end  of 
line  after  the  word,  "it"  the  following: 

"was  an  improvement  over  the  League  Council's 
procedure  in  that  it  reduced  the  general  re- 
quirement of  unanimity  of  all  members  to  that 
of  the  par-nan^nt  members  only.  The  Chinese 
Delegation  also" 

(2)  Page  5,  ninth  line,  insert  between  the  words  "powers1 
and  "would  the  \»ords  "voting  unanimously",  so  that  the 
whole  sentence  reads  as  follows: 

"Moreover,  the  rule  of  unanimity  meant  that  in 
time  of  crisis  all  five  great  powers  voting 
unanimously  would  back  up  any  decision  taken 
by  the  Council." 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  Doo.459    (FRENCH)* 

on  International  Organization  May  24^  1946 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comit6  1     Organisation  *t  procedure 


AlffiNDEMENTS  AU  PROCES  VERBAL  30MKAIRE  DE  LA 
DIXIE'S   SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
(  18  mal  1945   ) 

(  a  la  demande  du  del^gul  de  la  Chine) 

1)  page  5j   second  alinea,   llgne  9.     Lire  alnsl  la  phrase  : 

Hblen  oue  la  delegation  chlnolse  ne  nie  pas 
qu'll  y  alt  des  falblesses  dans-  le  systcme 
de  vote,   ce  eysteme  n1 en  conetitue  pas  molns 
une  amelioration  de  la  procedure  en  vigueur 
au  Consell  de  la  S.D.N.,   en  ce  sens  qu;ll 
restrelnt  air-ftruid  mcmbrea' p^mahtetri  I'fejcf- 
fljnndc  deTl'xxnanlrait^  entre  tous  lea  mcnbres^ 
La  delegation  chlnolse  eetlme  egalement  qu!ll  y 
a  certains  avantages   ,,*ff    H 

2)  page  5,   meme  allnea,   llgne  14.     Lire  alnsl  la  phrase  : 

*En  outre,   la  regie  de  1'unanlmlt^  slgnlfie 

qu1 en  temps  de  crlse  toutes  les  cinq  grandee 
puissances,  par  un  vote  d'unanlmlte,  soutlen- 
dralent  toutes  decisions  prises  par  le  Consell11. 


•[Palli*  par  trrtur  ATM  la  ajMbolt  I I/I/ 22  (1)] 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  RESTRICTED 

Doo.   457  (ENft.  ,FR. 
III/1/21 


COMMISSION  HI 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedure 

AGENDA  FOR  ELEVENTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
21i  1945-  10!  50  fi.tt. 


(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting. 

(2)  Continuation  of  consideration  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
Dumbarton*  Oaks  Proposals,  and  of  the  amendments  thereto 
proposed  by  the  various  governments. 

(3)  Other  business. 


Comitc*  1       Organisation  et  Procedure 

QRDflE  DIJ  JOUR  ££  1^  OttZISriE  SEAdOE  DU  COttlTE  III/l 

la  21  mfll  IfiiS,  &  1Q  to  SSL 

(1)  Expose  des  questions  trait  des  H  la  dernifere  stance. 

(2)  Suite  do  1'examen  de  la  Section  C,  Chapltre  VI,  dts 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  des  amendements 
proposes  K  oette  section  par  les  different*  gouverne 

ments. 

(3)  Autres  questions. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 


on  International  Organisation  Si/iJi*  (ENGLISH)* 

May  22, 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

mmittee   1        St«uetm»a  and  PT»oendut»em  * 


Committee  1   Structure  and 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  ELEVENTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223,  May  21,  1945.  10:30  a  .m. 

The  eleventh  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  opened  by  the 
"Chairman  at  10:30  a.m. 

Continued  General  Discussion  of  Section  C ,  Chapter  VI 

(1)  Proposals  of  Greece  (Doc.  2  (Eng% }  0/14  (1), 
Pp.  2-3;  Doc.~35S (Eng.),  pp.  2-3.) 

The  Delegate  of  Greece  presented  his  Government's  amend- 
ment on  the  voting  procedure  as  follows:   "Add  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  2,  or  insert  between  paragraphs  2  and  3  in  the  form 
of  a  new  paragraph,  the  following  text:   fln  the  cases  con- 
templated under  paragraph  2  of  Section  B  of  Chapter  VIII, 
recommendations  of  the  Security  Council  should  be  adopted  by 
an  affirmative  vote  of  seven  out  of  eleven.'"  The  Greek 
Delegate  explained  that  "recommendations"  contemplated  in  the 
amendment  would  not  apply  to  measures  of  constraint  which 
necessitated  a  unanimous  decision  of  the  great  powers. 

He  went  on  to  soy  that  Greece  had  presented  to  another 
committee  two  amendments  of  Chapter  VIII,  Sections  A  and  B, 
and  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  had  suggested  that 
these  be  brought  before  Committee  III/l.  These  had  been  pro- 
posed in  order  to  make  a  division  or  domar cation  between  Sec- 
tions A  and  B  of  Chapter  VIII- -a  demarcation  which  would  dis- 
tinguish between  a  menace  to  the  peace  of  the  world  and  an 
octual  rupture  of  the  peoce  or,  even  more,  an  act  of  aggres- 
sion. The  first  amendment  proposed  the  insertion  of  a  new 
paragraph  at  the  end  of  paragraph  5  of  Section  A,  Chrptor 
VIII,  as  follows:  "Should  no  adjustment  be  reached  and  should 
such  failure  bo  considered  by  the  Security  Council  to  be  a 
threat  to  the  peace  of  the  world,  the  Council  should  determine 
by  en  rffirmntive  vote  of  seven  members  the  existence  of  a 
threat  to  the  peace.11 
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Finally,  the  Greek  Delegation  had  proposed  the  Insertion 
of  a  new  sentence  At  tho  ond  of  paragraph  2  of  Section  B,  Chap- 
ter VIII,  rs  follows:  "In  pnrtlculrr,  in  tho  event  of  n  dispute 
between  two  or  mcro  countries,  othiai^  thnn  tho  permanent  members 
of  the  Security  Council,  the  Irttor  should  take  decisions  by  ^n 
affirmative  voto  of  sevon  n;©mbors  in  tlr;  determination  of  the 
existence  of  n  breach  of  the  perco  or  of  an  act  cf  aggression.11 

The  Greek  Delcgrte  explained  thr.t  his  country,  though  it 
understood  the  caution  of  the  great  powers  in -the  matter  of 
voting,  wanted  more  elasticity.  Tho  debate  at  the  previous 
.meeting  shoved  that  the  small  powera  would  like  to  sue  Sec- 
tion C,  Chapter  VI,  amended  in  this  direction.  Referring  to 
the  explanation  cf  the  Yalta  formula  by  the  Representative 
of  tho  United  Kingdom,  he  hoped  that  this  explanation  of  the 
voting  procedure  would  prevail  wh$n  the  subcommittee,  set  up 
at  the  last  meeting,  made  Its  report.  All  hnd  como  to  thj 3 
Conference  with  r.  firm  determination  to  cooperate  with  the 
groat  powers.  Tho  success  of  the  Organizrtion  would  depend 
much  morn  upon  the  unanimity  of  the  Council  members,  and  es- 
pecially uf  the  grent  powers,  than  beautiful  words  written 
into  the  Charter.  Tho  procedure  which  the  subcommittee  hrd 
agreed  upon  at  its  3rturdt.y  meeting  would  enable  the  great 
powers  tu  study  Section  C,  and  It  was  to  b<~  hoped  thr.t  they 
would  see  their  way  to  modify  It  so  thrt  the  srnrll  powers 
would  feel  thnt  justice  and  efficiency  h->d  both  been  safe- 
guarded . 

(2)  Philippine  Amendment  (Doc.  2  (Eng.)  0/14  (k), 
PP-3"1*;  D<-c.  3£o  (Eng.),  pp. 11 -12.) 

The  Delejate  of  the  Philippine  Commonwealth  declared 
that  his  Government  took  the  position  that  en  r.ll  matters 
short  of  war  a  mrjority  of  permrnent  and  ncn-Dermanont  mem- 
bers of  the  Council  was  sufficient,  pnd  th'it  tfin  ail  deci- 
sions involving  the  use  of  rrmed  forces  to  maintain  peace, 
rn  affirmative* vote  of  four  fifths  of  the  permanent  members 
rnd  two  thirds  of  the  non-permcnent  members  of.  the  Security 
Council  should  be  required."   (Note  thnt  the  three -fourths 
majority  for  non-permanent  members  given  in  Doc,  2  (Eng.), 
G/l4(k),  p.  4,  wrs  chrnged  by  the  Dulegato  to  a  two -thirds 
majority.)  With  respect  to  minor  matters  before  the  Council, 
the  Philippine  Delegation  could  net  Accept  r  rule  that  would 
require  unanimity  for  the  reception  pf  reports;  nor  ceuld  it 
rdmit  th?t  the  great  powers  who  wore  to  become  permanent 
members  had  a  grerter  interest  in  peace  than  the  small  powers. 

The  rersons  for  proposing  r.  qualified  majority  rather 
than  unrjiinilty  were  (l)  that  tho  democratic  principle  of 
rule  by  n  majority  should  be  introduced  into  the  Council's 
voting  system  and  (2)  that  the  provisions  for  decisions  to 
be  taken  by  a  four -fifths  vote  of  the  permanent  members 
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would  enable  legal  act:1  on  to  be  taken  against  one  of  the  great 
powers  who  might,  through  a  change  In  character,  become  an 
aggressor.  In  summing  up  his  position  the  Philippine  Dele- 
gate asserted  that  his  Government  was  unwilling  to  Invest  any 
one  of  the  great  powers  with  a  "veto11  and  believed  that  in 
case  of  war,  should  four  out  of  five  of  the  permanent  members 
and  two  thirds  of  the  non-permanent  members  agree  in  naming  an 
aggressor,  the  Organization  could  thereby  not  only  exercise  a 
legal  weapon  against  an  aggressor  but  could  also  prevail. 
Thus*  he  repudiated  the  argument  that  conflicts  among  great 
powers  would  lead  to  anarchy,  that  unanimity  was  a  sine  qua 
non  for  world  security,  and  that  the  democratic  princTple  of 
rule  by  majority  would  weaken  the  efflclenoy  of  the  Council. 

(3)  The  Egyptian  Proposal  (Doc,  2  (Eiig.),  G/7(q)(l), 

Si 


pTY;  DOC.   36CTTSig7T,   p. 

The  Representative  of  Egypt,  after  summing  up  tho  two 
currents  prevailing  in  tho  Committee's  discussion,  took  the 
position  that  in  cases  where*  one  of  tho  groat  powers  was  not 
involved,  it  was  not  necessary  tu  require  unanimity  of  the 
permanent  member  a  on  tho  Council,  and  that  the  affirmative 
vote  of  only  four  of  the  five  permanent  members  should  be  re- 
quired.  The  Egyptian  Delegation  further  proposed  that  the  dis- 
senting permanent  member  who  had  not  ncquissced  in  the  adoption 
of  enforcement  measures  might  not  havo  to  participate  in  tho 
general  acclon  but  should  rofralu  from  ^Jving  any  support  or 
assistance  to  the  aggressor  statu.  Tho  Egyptian  Delegation 
would  accept  anything  that  would  reduce  the  "veto"  power  to 
the  smallest  possible  proportions  wherever  the  interests  of 
the  great  powers  were  not  involved,  b*nt  in  other  cases  would 
accept  the  "veto"  as  a  departure  from  normality,  but  neverthe- 
less a  necessity, 

With  respect  to  the  question  of  "veto"  power  in  amending 
the  Charter,  the  Egyptian  Delegation  hoped  that  this  would  be 
removed  at  a  later  data. 

(4)  The  Views  o£  Bolivia,  Norway,  and  Yugoslavia 

The  Bolivian  Delegate  seconded  the  suggestions  of  the 
Australian  De-legation,  namely,,  that  the  rule  of  unanimity  be 
retained  only  for  cases  arising  under  Section  B,  Chapter  VIII. 
He  pointed  out  that  the  Australian  amendment  represented 
faith  in  the  good-will  of  the  groat  powers  and  also  that  it 
would  not  diminish  their  prerogatives.  He  emiphasized  that 
thero  was  a  difference  between  peaceful  settlement  and  the 
adoption  of  sanctions. 

The  Delegate  of  Norway  declared  that  his  Government 
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accepted  the  voting  formula  presented  by  the  four  sponsoring 
governments  for  the  following  reasons:  The  question  of 
voting  was  not  a  legal  one  but  one  of  "political  engineer- 
ing11. There  were,  of  course,  advantages  and  disadvantages 
In  tho  rule  of  unanimity.  While,  by  accepting  the  Yalta 
formula,  the  nations  undoubtedly  sacrificed  something  de- 
sirable, there  vore  certain  advantages  on  the  positive  sido 
In  that  the  rule  of  unanimity  would  remind  the  permanent 
members  always  and  unfalteringly  to  cooperate.  Thus,  Just 
as  tho  rule  of  unanimity  among  the  cardinals  of  tho  Catholic 
Church  required  voting  until  a  Pope  was  elected,  so  the  rule 
of  unanimity  among  the  great  powers  meant  that  they  must  col- 
laborate, even  though  they  might  at  times  disagree,  until 
they  reached  a  peaceful  solution.  Furthermore,  the  Norwegian 
Representative  contended  that  if  the,  judicial  principle  that 
a  party  to  a  dispute  should  not  be  his  own  Judge  were 
strictly  Interpreted,  it  would  not  always  work,  because  there 
might  be  two  or  three  great  powers  interested  in  a  dispute, 
and  then  none  of  them  could  vota,  thus  leaving  a  decision  to 
only  two.  Moreover,  th»  effort  to  distinguish  between 
threats  to  peace  and  ol**?-Ciit  ft&seft  of  aggression  could  not 
always  succeed,  for  dia&grtcatnt  might  arise  over  the  facts 
In  the  case  or  the  interpretation  of  the  legal  questions  In- 
volved, and  these  matters  constituted  political  rather  than 
legal  problems.  Also,  if  the  Council  were  to  act  upon  a 
majority  vote,  public  opinion  and  a  sense  of  duty  might  urge 
the  members  to  take  coercive  measures  against  a  great  power 
in  cases  where  a  chance  might  still  exist  to  reestablish 
peaceful  conditions  by  way  of  negotiation.  Finally,  the 
Yalta  unanimity  rule  meant  that  each  nation  might  be  reason- 
ably sure  that  there  would  bo  no  intervention  in  domestic 
affairs.  Thus,  unanimity  might  be  regarded  as  a  safeguard 
to  the  smaller  nations. 

The  Representative  of  Yugoslavia,  noting  that  there  had 
been  almost  complete  agreement  on  unanimity  of  the  permanent 
members  for  the  application  of  sanctions,  and  a  division  of 
opinion  concerning  voting  procedure  with  rospect  to  pacific 
settlement,  declared  that  his  Delegation  supported  the  pro* 
ccdurc  laid  down  in  Chapter  VI,  Section  C.  In  its  view, 
thore  would  bo  no  solution  of  international  conflicts,  what- 
ever their  nature,  If  there  wcro  no  unanimity  among  tho 
permanent  members.  Furthermore,  since  every  international 
conflict  must  bo  dealt  with  by  tho  Organization  in  accordance 
with  the  objectives  laid  down1  in  Chapter  I  and  tho  principles 
set  forth  in  Chapter  II  of  tho  Charter,  a  disagreement  among 
the  groat  powers  over  these  aims  and  principles  would  leave 
the  other  nations  powerless  to  prevent  a  disintegration  of 
tho  bases  of  the  Organization,  leading  to  a  still  more 
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serious  conflict.  After  reading  paragraphs  1  and  2  of  Sec- 
tion B,  Chapter  VI,  which  gives  the  Council  primary  respon- 
sibiliiy  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  security  and  en- 
joins It  to  act  in  accordance  with  tho  objectives  and 
principles  of  the  Organization,  he  concluded  that  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  permanent  members  undoubtedly  far  sur- 
passed that  of  the  non-peraanent  and  that  unanimity  of  perma- 
nent members  was  a  necessity  for  pacific  settlement  es  well 
as  for  other  questions*  Unanimity  would  strengthen  the  con- 
stant and  close  collaboration  among  the  permanent  members  and 
would  remind  them  at  all  times  of  their  Immense  responsibili- 
ties. 

(5)  The  Amendment  of  Cuba  (Doc.  2  (Eng.),  G/l4(g)(l), 
p.  5;  DOC.  SbOTEHgTT,  P-  9.) 

The  Cuban  Representative  asserted  that  his  Delegation 
did  not  support  the  text  of 'Section  C  under  discussion,  be- 
cause it  granted  a  "right  of  veto"  to  each  of  the  five  great 
powers.  This,  in  Its  opinion,  was  contrary  to  the  fundamental 
principles  of  democracy  and  would  become  a  source  of  future 
difficulties.  One  of  the  democratic  ideas  for  which  tho 
United  Nations  had  been  courageously  fighting  vas  that  of 
government  by  the  majority.  This  would  bo  completely  destroyed 
by  permitting  the  will  of  on*  nation  to  dominate  tho  will  of 
the  rest  of  tho  world.  Admitting  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  great  powers  surpassed  that  of  the  other  powers,  his 
Delegation  would  grant  them  a  special  position  only  in  cases 
where  It  would  be  necessary  to  take  action  for  tho  mainten- 
ance of  Deace;  nevertheless,  it  would  not  grant  them  a  right 
of  "veto".  Cube-  asked  that  the  groat  powers  accept  the  some 
majority  rules  which  they  had  asked  the  suall  nations  to 
agroo  to.  This  did  not  moan,  however,  that  the  great  powers 
should  be  compelled  to  submit  to  the  majority  decisions  of 
the  small  ones,  but  that  they  should  accept  a  majority  deci- 
sion of  the  permanent  meubors. 

Therefore,  the  Cuban  Delegation  suggested  an  amendment 
providing  that  in  matters  concerning  maintenance  of  peace 
and  .international  security  decisions  should  be  taken  by  a 
vote  of  two  thirds  of  the  great  powers  and  by  two  thirds  of 
the  other  membors  on  the  Security  Council.  If  this  sugges- 
tion were  accepted,  it  would  clarify  and  solidify  the  posi- 
tion of  the  great  powers  and  also  would  firmly  establish  the 
belief  that  the  new  world  Organization  was  truly  founded  on 
the  essential  principles  of  dempcracy.  If  the  new  Organiza- 
tion was  to  work  well,  it  had  to  rely  not  upon  force,  as  was 
the  case  with  military  alliances  of  the  past,  but  upon  the 
sincere  and  cordial  cooportition  of  all  peoples.  That  could 
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be  completely  obtained  only  if  it  were  cloar  that  the  now 
Organization  had  boon  founded  upon  justice  and  right — no 
juridical  inequality  and  no  situation  in  which  certain  nations 
enjoyed  special  privilege.  Tho  right  of  "veto11  was  very  dan- 
gerous because  if  a  conflict  aroso  betwuon  two  small  nations, 
one  of  them  ulght  obtain  the  support  of  <:  great  power  in  order 
to  continue  its  war  and  thus  again  involve  the  whole  world. 

(6)  Views  of  Argentina,  Brazil,  and  the  Union  of 
SoulTT  STrTca 

The  Argentine  Delegate,  pointing  out  that  his  Govern- 
ment had  not  had  time  to  submit  amendments  but  that  it  was 
desirous  of  collaborating  in  building  up  an  Organization  that 
would  insure  lasting  poaco,  declared  that  his  Delegation 
favored  the  Australian  amendment. 

The  Delegate  of  Brazil  asserted  that  his  Delegation  was 
firmly  opposed  in  principle  to  granting  any  "vote"  power  to 
the  permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council  arid,  accordingly, 
supported  in  principle  those  amendments  limiting  that  right, 
especially  the  Australian  amendment.  But  since  Brazil  was 
firmly  determined  te  csoporato  in  the  establishment  of  the 
United  Nations  Organization,  it  would  vete  for  the  text  of 
Section  C,  paragraph  3»  If  its  vote  would  help  to  make  a 
majority  in  favor  of  it.   With  respect  to  amendment  provi- 
sions of  the  Charter  (Chapter  XI),  Brazil,  like  Canada,  had 
suggested  a  process  of  periodic  review;  if  the  proposal  of 
the "four  governments  were  adopted,  any  amendment  of  the  Char- 
ter would  be  virtually  impossible.   Brazil,  thurefore,  hoped 
that  the  great  powers  would  see  their  way  clear  to  adopt  a 
more  liberal  provision  for  amendment  in  order  to  assure  the 
cooperation  of  the  medium  and  small  powers. 

The  Delegate  of  the  Union  of  South  Africa  pointed  cut  that 
his  Government  had  submitted  no  amendment  to  Section  C,  Chap- 
ter VI,  and  asked  If,  In  the  question  of  voting  the  delegates 
were  not  confronted  with  the  necessity  of  keeping  the  sponsor- 
Ing  guvornnents  together  since  this  was  the  first  opportunity 
in  history  of  having  all  great  powers  of  the  day  drawn  into 
pne  organization.   He  earnestly  becged  that  nothing  be  done 
to  undermine  the  unanimity  that  had  been  achieved.  He  believed 
that  the  Yalta  formula  represented  no  hasty  decision  and  he 
expected  that  the  groat  powers  would  be  well  aware  of  their 
responsibilities  and  duties.  Accordingly,  he  declared  that 
the  Union  of  South  Africa  would  support  the  Yalta  formula  as 
it  stood. 

The  Chairman  announced  that  since  thn  list  of  those  who 
1014  .6- 

desired  to  speak  had  now  been  exhausted^  the  preliminary 
discussion  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  was  closed.  He  ad- 
journed the  meeting  at  12:50  p  m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization 

ilay  22,    1945 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Corrite  1  .    Organisation  et  Procedure 

COIIPTE  REFDU  SOifllAIRE  DE  J^A  ONZIE?fE   SEATTCE  DU  COMITE   III/l' 
Veterans   Building ,    Salle   223,    21  pal  1945,    &  10h.«~Q 

Le  President  declare  la  Stance   ouverte  &  lOh.30. 
Suite  de   la  discussion  g^nrfrale  de  la  Section  C  du  Chapltre  VI 

(1)   Propositions  de  la  Sr&ce    (Doc. 2    (E^O. )   a/14(l)   pp. 2,3; 
et  Doc.    360    (El'Kr. ) ,   pp*?.,3 

Le   Deiegue  de   la  &rfece  prtfsente  1'amendement   sulvant  de 
son  gouvernement  concernant  la  procedure  de  vote:    "AJouter  k 
la  fin  du  parapraphe   2,   ou  interca.ler  entre  les  paragraphes 
2  et  3  le   nouveau  texte   sulvant;   dans  les  cas  vls^s  au  para- 
graphe   2  de  la  Se.ction  B,   du  Chapltre  VIII,    les  recommenda- 
tions du  Consell  de   Srfcurlttf  devralent  fitre  adoptees  par  un 
vote  afflrmatlf  de   sept  volx  sur  II.11     Le  Drflrfffutf  &rec  ex- 
pllque   que   les   "recomnandations"   vlerfes  dans  1'amendement  ne 
s'aopllqueralent  pas  aux  meeures  coeroltlves  qul  denandent 
une  decision  Ananine  dee  grandes  puissances. 

II  continue  en  dlsant  que  la  Orfece  a  prrfsentrf  k  un 
autre  Coralt£  deux  amendements  au  Chapltre  VIII,   Section  A 
et  B,   et  que  le  President  du  Comltrf  a  euggrfr^  que  eeux-cl 
solent  prrfsentrfs  au  Comit^  III/l.     Ceux-ci  ont  rftrf  proposes 
pour  constltuer  une   llgne  de  demarcation  entre  les  Sections 
A  et  B  du  Chapltre  VIII  -  demarcation  qul  feralt  une  distinc- 
tion entre  une  menace  &  la  paix  du  monde  et  une  rupture  de  la 
$alx,   ou  pis  encore,   un  acte  d'agresslon.     Le  premier  amende- 
ment  propose  I1 Insertion  k  la  fin  du  paragraphe  5  de  la  Sec- 
tion A,   Chapitre  VIJI  du  nouveau  paragraphe   suivant:    "Au  oas 
oti  I1  on  ne  parvlendrait  pas  fet  un  ajustement  et  ott  voet  Insucode 
constituerait,   de  I1  avis  du  Conseil  de  84curlt<5,   une  menace  A 
la^  palx  du  monde,  le  Coneeil  devralt,  par  Tin  vote  affirmatif 
de  7  merbres,   determiner  I1  existence  df\ine  menace  b  la  palx.w 

ta  Dtflrfgntion  toecque  avait  propose  I1  insertion,   It  la 
fin  du  paragraphe  2  de  la  Section  B,   du  Chapltre  VIII  de  la 
nouvelle  phrase   suivante:    wEn  p«rtlculier,   en  cas  de  differend 
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entre  deux  ou  plusieurs  pays,  autres  que  lea  membres  permanefcts 
du  Conseil  de  Srfcurltrf,  ce  dernier  devralt  drfcider  par  un  vote 
affirmafclf  de  7  raembree,  ^existence  d'une  rupture  de  1'rftat 
de  palx  ou  d'un  acte  df egression." 

Le  Drflrfgutf  Oreo  explique  que  son  pays,  tout  en  comprenant 
la  prudence  des  Grand es  Puissances  en  ce  qui  cone erne  le  vote, 
ddsirerait  une  rigid! c*  moins  grande.  Les  discussions  au  cours 
de  la  prfic^dente  sdance,  ont  montr6  que  les  Petites  Puissances 
aimeraienc  voir  la  Seccion  C,  du  Chapitre  VI  amend6e  dans 
ce  sens.  Se  r£f grant  &  I1 explication  de  la  formule  de  Yalta 
donn6e  par  le  Reprdsentanc  du  Royaume-Unl,  11  esp&re  que 
cetce  explication  de  la  proc6dure  du  voce  pr6vaudra  quand  le 
sous-corn! c6  organised  la  d^rnifcre  reunion,  fera  son  rapporc. 
Tous  sonc  venus  h  cette  Conference  avec  la  ferrae  resolution 
de  ooop6rer  avec  les  Orandes  Puissances.  Le  succfc  de  I1 Orga- 
nisation d6pendra  bien  plus  de  I'unanlmitS  des  membres  du 
Conseil  et  surtout  des  Grande s  Puissances  que  des  belles  paro- 
les inscribes  dans  la  Charte.  La  procedure  adoptee  par  le 
sous-comic^  &  sa  reunion  de  samedi,  p^rmettra  aux  Grande a 
Puissances  "d'fitudier  la  Section  C  et  11  est  &  espgrer  qu'elles 
verronc  la  possibilitfi  de  la  modifier  de  raani&re  a  assurer 
les  Petites  Puissances  que  la  justice  ec  I'efficacit6  one 
touces  doux  6td  sauvegard£es. 


2. 


Amendemenc  Philippin  (Doc.  2  (Eng,  )  G/14  (k) 
pp  3-. 4;  I)oc.  3t»0 TEngTT"  pp,  TI;  IgTj 


Le  D6l6gu6  du  Commonwealth  des  Philippines  declare 
que  son  gouvernemenc  est  d'avls  qu'en  ce  qui  concerns  toutes 
les  questions,  &  I1  exception  de  celles  qui  se  rapportenc  & 
la  guerre,  la  majority  des  membres  purmanents  ec  non-permanents 
du  Conseil  £tait  suffisante  et  que,  "pour  toutes  les  decisions 
comport  ant  1'emploi  de  forces  arm6es  pour  le  maintien  de  la 
palx,  un  vote  affirmatlf  de  4/5  des  membres  permanent  s  et 
des  2/3  des  membres  non-permanonts  du  Conseil  de  S£ouric6 
soralt  requis.'*  (Honaarquer  que  la  majorit6  dea  3/b  des  raembres 
non-pc-rmanents  IndiquSe  au  document  2  (Eng.)  G/14  (k)  t>.4  a 
6t6  remplacfee  par  les  d£l6gu6s  par  \ine  majorit6  des  2/3  •  ) 
co  qui  concornc;  les  questions  molns  importantes  soumlses  au 
Conseil,  la  D6l£gaclon  Philippine  ne  saurait  accepter  une 
r&glomontation  qui  r6clameraic  I'unanimittS  des  votes  pour 
la  reception  des  rapports;  ello  ne  aaurait  non  plus  admettro 
que  los  Grande  s  Puissances  qui  do  1  vent  devenir  membres 
permanents  f  assent  preuve  d'un  plus  grand  int^ret  que  les 
petites  puissances,  en  ce  qui  concerne  list  palx. 


Las  raisons  de  t>rdf£rer  uno  aajorit^  qualifi6e  & 
1  'unanimitd  sonc  :  (1)  que  le  princlpe  dfimocratique  de 
la  lol  de  la  majoric£,  duvraic  @tre  Introduit  dons  le  mode 
de  vote  du  Conseil,  ec  (2)  Que  l*s  dispositions  *n  ce  qui 
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concerns  les  decisions  k.  prendre  h  la  majoric<5  fa  vote  des  4/3 
dos  merabres  permanent  s,  permoccrii^nt  d  f  entreprondre  des  mesures 
judiciali'os  eiivers  les  grandes  puissances  qui,  h  la  suite 
d'un  changem-;nc  profond  de  leur  nature,  dovioridraicnt  des  agres- 
seurs.  jjn  d<jrnilra  analyse,  le  D6l^gue  des  Philippines  fait 
rernarquor  que  son  gouvernement  £talt  peu  enclin  &  confior  & 

le  droit  de  vt?to,  ot 
si  los  4/5  des  nibmbros 

des  membres  non-  permanent  s,  s?accordaient 
a  noramer  un  agresseur,  I'organisacion  s-  rr.it,  par  lit  mom'-, 
non  seul^monc  munie  d'une  armo  juridiqu^  concre  un  agresseur 
mais  aussi  serai  c  assume  d^  succ^s*  II  refute  done  1'r.rfu- 
ment  qu^  les  confi'cs  ^ncre  los  Qnandes  Puissances  rafeneraient 
h  lfanarohie,  que  I  f  unaniriii  t6  est  une  condition  sine  quc  non 
de  la  s5cur»lt6  mond.  ale  et  que  le  princ'pe  d^inocracique  de 
la  loi  de  la  raajorit^  amoindrlrait  lf  off  Icacic^  du  Conseil. 


qur  qe  son  gouvernemen    a   peu 
lfune  aur-lconque  dos  Grandes  Puissances, 
qu'il  otait  d!avls  qu'en  cas  dn  guerre, 
permenc*nts  &t  l^s  2/3  des  membres  non-  pe 


(3)   Proposition  l^cyptiennc;  (Doc.  2  (Eng.  )  G/7  (o) 
(I)  p,  f;  *.J  DocT  I^^TEngTT,  p.  T?J 

Lr^  Reprfesencant  de  1'Egypce,  rn  fusionnant  les  deux 
principaux  argumencs  d^s  d^bacs  du  Comis;^,  estim<-  que  dons  les 
cas  oti  1'une  des  Grandes  Puissrnces  ne  serai  t  pas  Int4r*-s4e, 
il  n'est  pas  n^cess^ire  d'exig^-r  1  '  xinan^mi  t^  des  menbres  per- 
manonts  du  Conseil  ec  que,  !-•  vote  affirmacif  dp  quatre  s^u- 
lem-nc  des  cinq  membres  pe-rrnanoncs  sera:  c  n6cessaire.  .   La 
D^l6gation  Igypcienne  propose  d^  ^lus  quo  le  membra  permanent 
dissidenc  qul  nf-  serai  t  pas  en  faveur  (?e  lf  adoption  de  mosures 
coercitives,  pourraic  n^  pas  avoir  h  parciciper  aux  operations 
g6n#rales,  mais  devrait  s'absuenir  d^  prnc^r  appui  ou  assis- 
tance h  1'Icac  agresseur.   La  D4l^gacion  Egyptipmie  acc^ptera 
couce  mesur*-  susceptible  de  r4duire  au  minimum  le  pouvoir  de 
veco  GOUGES  Ir-s  fois  que  l^s  int^r^cs  des  grandes  puissances 
ne  sonc  pc?,s  en  jeu,  mais  dans  les  aucres  cas,  il  acceptera  ce 
vctto  comme  une  divergence  fc,  la  normale  mais  n^anmolns  une  n6- 


En  ce  qui  concerne  la  question  du  veto  pour  I'am^ndement 
de  la  Charte,  la  D£l£gation  Egypt  ionne  f=;xprlme  le  voeu  que 
cette  rnesur'-  sera  ftlimin^^  ultwrieurement. 

(4)   guts  de  JLa  Bolivia,  de  la  Nory^ge  et  Je  la 
" 


Le  D6l6guf  de  la  Bolivle  appule  les  suggnstions  de  la 
D6l6gabion  Australienne,  cfest*Zl-dire  le  plan  de  ne  retenir 
la  regie  de  Ifunanimlt6  que  pour  les  questions  relevant  de  la 
section  B,  du  Chapicrb  VIII.  II  faic  remarquer  que  1  r  amendement 
de  I1  Australia  repr6sence  la  c^nf  lance  dans  la  bonne  voloncd 
des  Grandes  Puissances  et  qu'il'  ne  diminuera  aucunement  leurs 
prfirogacives.  II  soullgne  qu'±l  existe  unb  d.iff£renoe  entre 
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le  rkglement  pacif-ique  des  diff6rends  ec  lf  application  dt* 
sanctions. 

Le  Dv5l6gu6  de  la  Horvfege  d6clare  que  son  gouvernement 
accepte  la  formula  de  vote  pr6sent6e  par  les  Quaere  Gouvernemen'^s 
Inv^cancs  pour  l^o  raisons  suivantes:  la  question  de  voce 
n'est  PL.B  une  question  juridique  mais  une  question  de  Ifm6ca- 
nique  yolj.tique."  II  existo  nature!  lament  des  avancages  et 
des  d6savancages  ft,  la  r&gle  de  I'unanimit6.  Alors  qufen 
acceptant  la  formule  de  Yalca,  les  nations  ont  sans  douce 
sacrif  5  quelque  chose  de  ddsircble,  .«  i  exisce  comnie  compen- 
sat.on,  lf  assurance  que  la  loi  de  I'unanimlcfi  rapellerait  aux 
memtrcs  -/ermanents  quTils  doi^ent  sons  cesse  collaborer.  Ainsi, 
tout  cornme  la  r&gle  de  Ilunanimic6  de  1'Eglise  Cacholique 
n^cesslce  que  les  c^rdinaux  votenc  jusquf&  cf;  qu'un  pape  soit 
6lu,  la  rfegle  de  I!unanimic6  encre  les  (t^Jides  Puissances 
signifie  qu'ell^s  doivent  coilaborer  jusqu'?i  ce  quT^iles 
arrj.  ,enc  b.  une  solution  paciflque,  mSme  si  leurs  /ues  different 
de  temps  h  aucre.  En  oucre,  yoursuit  le  D£lc£;u6  de  la  Norvfege, 
si  le  principe  judiciaire  que  nul  ne  sauraj  t  etre  juge  et 
parcie  6ce.j  c  scrictement  .nterpr6c6^  il  ne  sera^c  pas  coujours 
applicable  cir  s  deux  ou  crois  gror.de  s  puissances  6  talent 
int6ress6es  h  un  differend,  aucune  dfelles  n-?  pourrait  voter, 
lalssanc  cn-insj  la  d6c'.s:on  aux  deux  aucres  puissances.   Tar 
ailDeurs,  les  efforts  pour  d^stinqu^r  en  ere  dcs  menaces  h  la 
pa±x  et  des  cas  nan  Equivoques  dfagress.on  pourraient  ne  pas 
coujours  aboucir,  lorsque  les  faics  de  ic,  cause  d^nnent  lieu  h 
des  divt^'genctts  dr  opinion  ou  d'  inoerpr6catl  ^n  des  points  juri- 
diques  impliqu^s,  et  constituent  des  probl&mes  pollclques  plu- 
t6t  que  jundiques.  Si  lf  action 


jundiques.  Si  lf  action  du  Ccnse.il  doit  etre 
par  un  vote  &  la  majorit6,  lf  opinion  publique  et  \in  sens  du 
devoir  pourra-ent  pousser  les  membres  h  prendre  des  mesures 
coercitives  S,  1'egard  dfune  grande  puissance,  &  un  moment  ofc  il 
extsteraiit  encore  une  possibilit6  de  r6tablir  des  conditions 
pacifiques  par  des  n^gociations.  Pinalement,  la  rfegle  de 
Ifunanimit6  pr6vue  it  Yalta  signifie  que  chaque  nation  pourrait 
§tre  raisonnablemenc  certalne  ^df  aucune  intervention  dans  ses 
affaires  inc6rieures.  De  ce  fait,  I'unanimlt^  pourrait  etre 
consid6r6e  comme  une  sauvegarde  pour  les  petites  nations. 

Le  Eepr6sentanc  de  la  Yougoslavie,  notant  qu'il  existe 
un  accord  presque  complet  au  sujet  de  l!unanimite  des  membres 
permanents  pour  lfapplication  de  sanctions,  et  des  avis  divi- 
s6s"  au  sujet  de  la  procedure  de  vote  relativement  au  r6glement 
pacifique,  declare  que  sa  Tt&gation  appule  la  proc6dure  sti- 
•pul6e  au  Chapitre  VI  9  Section  C.  Sa  D6l6gation  estiiae  qufil 
n'y  aurait  aucune  solution  possible  aux  diff  trends  internatio- 
naux,  quelle  que  soit  leur  nature,  sfil  n'y  avalt  pas  unanlmlt6 
entre  les  membres  permanents.  En  outre,  6tant  donn6  que  tout 
diff6rend  international  doit  Stre  traite  par  I1  Organisation 
CQXiform£ment  aux  buts  £nonc£s  au  Chapitre  I  et  aux  principles 
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6 nonce a  an  Chapitre  II  de  la  Chart e,  un  disaccord  entre  les 
grandes  puissances  au  sujet  de  ces  touts  et  de  ces  principes 
laisserait  les  autres  nations  impuissantes  &  pr6venir  une 
desint6gration  des  bases  de  I1 Organ! sat ion,  ce  qui  conduirait 
k  un  diff«5rend  encore  plus  grave.  Aprfes  lecture  des  paragraphcs 

I  et  2  de  la  Section  B,  Chapitre  VI,  qui  donnent  au  Conscil  la 
responsabilltd  primordialo  dans  le  niaintlen  de  la  paix  et  de 
le  s£curit£  et  lui  enjoignent  d!aglr  conform&nent  aux  buts 

et  aux  principcs  de  lf Organisation,  lfcrateur  conclut  quo  la 
responsabllit^  des  cienibros  permanents  surpasse  indubitablement 
cello  des  nembros  non-permanent s  et  que  Ifunanimit6  des  mem- 
bres  permanents  est  une  n£cessit6  pour  les  r6glements  pacifiques 
aussi  bien  que  pour  les  autres  questions.  La  rfegle  de  l?una~ 
nlmlt£  renforceralt  la  collaboration  £trolte  et  constante  entre 
les  membres  permanents  et  leur  rappellerait  en  tous  temps  leurs 
Iramenses  responsabilit^s. 

(5)   Amendement  Cubaln  .  (Do£,  2,  (Ens)  G/14  (&)  (I)  p.^; 
boc.  3fr3~Tfeng.J  p.'  91 

Le  repr^sentant  de  Cuba  declare  que  sa  D^l^gation  n'appuie 
pas  le  texte.  discut^  de  la  Section  C  car  il  accorde  un  "droit 
de  veto"  &  chacune  des  grandes  puissances.  Ceci,  dons  son 
opinion,  est  contralre  aux  principes  fondamentaux  de  la  d6mo- 
cratie  et  deviendrait  une  source  do  difficult6s  futures.  L!Une 
des  id^es  d^mo-j^atlques  pour  lesquelles  les  Nations  Unies  se 
sont  battues  avec  courage  est  celle  du  gouvernement  par  la 
majority.  Elle  serait  con^l&tenient  d6traite  si  lfon  permettait 
&.  la  voloftt£  d!une  nation  de  dominer  la  volont6  du  reste  du 
monde.  Rqconnaissant  que  la  responaabilit^  des  grandes  puis- 
sances surpasse  celle  des  autres  puissanoes,  sa  D£l£gation  leur 
accorderait  une  position  sp^ciale  seulcraent  dans  les  cas  oil 

II  serait  n^cessaire  dfagir  pour  maintenlr  la  palx;  elle  ne 
leur  accorderait  pas,  n^anmolns,  un  drolt  de  "veto.^  Cuba 
demande  quo  les  grandes  puissances  acceptent  les  mSmes  regies 
de  majorit^  qu'elles  ont  demand^  aux  petitcs  puissances  d! ac- 
cepter. Cccl,  cepcndant,  ne  slgnlfle  pas  que  les  grandes  puis- 
sances devraient  se  soumottre  aux  d6cisions  de  la  majorit6 

des  petites  puissances,  mais  qu'ellos  devraient  accepter  une 
ddcislon  i  la  majorit6  dos  membros  permanents. 

De  co  fait,  la  Ddl6gatlon  Cubaino  propose  un  amondemont 
pr^voyant  que  les  decisions  relatives  &  des  questions  touchant 
au  maintlen  do  la  palx  et  de  la  s6curlt£  Internationales, 
soient  prises  par  un  vote  i  la  majorlt6  des  deux  tiers  dos 
grandes  puissances  ot  des  dcftox  tiers  des  autres  mombrcs  du 
Consell  de  3<5curit6.  Si  cette  proposition  6t^lt  accept6o, 
elle  clarifieralt  ot  consolJdorait  la  position  dos  grandes 
puissanco's  et  dtabllrait  feijmcnent  la  croycinco  que  la  nouvelle 
organisation  mondialo  ost  bas6e  sur  los  principes  esscntiels 
de  la  d6mocratlo. 
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31  la  nouvelle  organisation  dolt  fonotlonner  de  fapon  satlsfai- 
3  ante,  elle  dolt  compter  non  sur  la  force,  comme  c'£tait  le 
cas  avec  les  alliances  mill  t  air  es  du  passe,  mals  sur  la  collabo 
ration  sincere  et  cordlale  de  tous  les  peuples.  Cecl  ne  peu£ 
etre  corapl&tement  rdalis£  que  s!il  est  clalr  que  la  nouvelle 
organisation  repose  sur  la  justice  et  le  drolt  —  .exoluant  des 
in!galit£s  jurldlques  et  des  situati6p.  dans  lesquelles  cer- 
talnes  nations  jouissent  de  privileges  sp^claux.  Le  drolt  de 
"veto"  est  trfc  dangereux  car  si  un  confllt  sfelevalt  entre  t 
deux  petltes  nations,  I1  une  d'elles  pour  rait  obtenir  l!appui 
d'une  grande  puissance  afin  de  contlnuer  les  hostlllt£s  et 
irapliquer  alnsl  encore  une  fols  lf  ensemble  du  monde. 

(6)       Opinion  d<9  1'  Argentine,  du  Br6sll  elb  de  I1  Union 


Le  D£l6gu6  '  de  I1  Argentine,  falsant  observer  que  son 
gouvernement  n'avait  pas  eu  le  temps  de  soumettre  des  amende  - 
ments  mals  d6  sir  ait  collaborer  &  la  creation  d'une  organisation 
qui  assureralt  une  paix  durable,  communique  que  sa  D^ldgation 
est  en  faveur  de  1'amendement  4ustrallen. 

Le  D£l£gu£  du  Brdsil  declare  que  sa  D£l£gation  est  fer- 
mement  opposee  au  principe  d'accorder  un  drolt  de  "veto"  aux 
membres  permanents  du  Consell  de  S£curlt£  et,  en  consequence, 
appule  en  principe  les  amend  ements  qul  llmltent  ce  drolt, 

I  f  amendement  australien  en  particulier.  Mals,  le  Br6sil  £tant 
d£cld6  &  collaborer  &  I'^tablissement  de  1!  Organisation  des 
Nations  Unles,  11  voterait  pour  le  texte  de  la  Section  C, 
Paragraphe  3,  si  sa  volx  contrlbualt  &  obtenlr  une  majorit^ 

en  faveur  de  ce  texte.  Au  sujet  des  dispositions  relatives 
&  1  '  amendement  de  la  Charte  fChapltre  XI),  le  Bresil,  comme 
le  Canada,  a  propos6  un  proced^  d'exanien  p^riodlque;  si  la 
proposition  des  quatre  gouvernements  6tait  accept6e,  tout 
amendement  &  la  Charte  seralt  vlrtuellement  Impossible.  De 
ce  fait,  le  Bresil  esp&re  que  les  grandes  puissances  se  rendront 
compte'qu1!!  faut  adopter  des  dispositions  plus  llb&rales 
relatlvement  &  1  Amendement,  afin  de  sf  assurer  la  collabora- 
tion des  puissances  moyennes  et  ,  petltes. 

Le  D£l£gu£  de  1!  Union  Sud-Africalne  mentlonne  que  son 
gouvornement  n1a  pas  sounds  d1  amendement  &  la  Section  C,  Cha- 
pltre  VI,  et  demande  si,  dans  la  question  du  vote,  les  D6l£- 
gu£s  nf  ^talent  pas  confronts  par  la  n^cessit^  de  sauvcgarder 

II  accord  entre  grandes  puissances  de  IJheure  actuelle,  etant 
donn^  que  nous  asslstons  &  la  premiere  opportunity  off  erte 
par  1'hlstolre,  d'attlrar  toutes  les  grandes  puissances  au  seln 
d!une  organisation.  H  demande  avec  ferveur  que  I1  on  ne  fasse 
rlen  qul  vlenne  compromettre  I'unanimltS  qul  a  6t6  r^allsSe; 
11  c^oit  que  la  formule  de  Yalta  ne  repr£sente  pas  une  d^ci- 
si  on  httite  et  11  s1  attend  &  ce  que  les  grandes  puissances 
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so lent  tout  &  fait  oonaoientes  do  leur  responsabilitfi  et  de 
leur  devoir.  En  consequence,  11  declare  que  1 f Union.  Sud-Afri- 
oalne  appulera  la  formula  de  Yalta,  dans  sa  redaction  actuelle. 

Le  President  anHonce  que,  la  liste  des  orateurs  £tant 
malntenant.  £puis6e,  la  discussion  pr^llmlnalre  do  la  Section 
C  du  Chapltre  VI, est  close.  II  declare  la  stance  lev£e,  & 
12  h,  50.  • 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  Si/i/24  If)GLISH) 

May  24, 


COMMISSION   III         Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  an$  Procedures 


CORRIGENDA  TO  THE 
SUMMARY  RfiFORT   0£'.  EuEVSWITTMESTlIIG  OP 


Doc.  486  (English),  III/1/24 
(at  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  Norway) 

Page  4,  line  20,  strike  out  the  sentence  beginning  "More- 
over, the  effort  to  distinguish. t . "  and  substitute  the 
following: 

"Moreover  It  conld  not  be  safely  assumed  that 
all  members  of  the  organisation  would  accept  majority 
decisions  as  legally  binding.   Some  cases,  such  as 
threats  to  the  peace,  vcre  not  capable  of  objective 
definition.   Therefore,  soiie  states  might  disagree 
with  the  majority  and  even  with  thu  legality  of  the 
Council1 s  decisions." 

Page  4,  between  the  two  paragraphs,  insert  the  following: 

"With  respect  to  the  amendment  of  the  Netherlands 
to  transfer  the  determination  of  a  throat  to  the 
peace  to  Section  A,  Chapter  VII J,  and  thus  change  the 
voting  rules,  the  Norwegian  lyio^vtu  pointed  out 
that  it  was  impossible  to  disr1.iiq.aj_3h  between  a 
threat  to  the  pccce  or  breach  of  the  peace  and  a 
decision  to  ta!:e  action.   With  the  possible  excep- 
tion of  the  transgression  of  a  treaty  or  cases 
arising  under  Chapter  II,  paragrcph  4,  those  were 
all  political  questions  and  were  part  of  the  same 
discussion.   Hence,  they  should  be  handled  under  the 
same  unaminmity  rulos.   Another  consideration  advanced 
in  favor  of  a  majority  decision  in  determining  threats 
to  peace  was  that  it  would  permit  'stigmatizing1  a 
groat  power  as  an  aggressor.   Sinco  the  Delegate  of 
the  United  Kingdom  had  said  at  a  previous  meeting  that 
there  would  bo  no  veto  on  discussion  and  that  discussion 
would  be  mado  public,  •stigmatizing1  a  great  power  should 
be  done  in  the  Council  discussion  and  not  by  moans  of 
a  majority  vote  of  the  permanent  members." 

2128 


361 


The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  486  (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  iiy  2424 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comite  1   Organisation  et  Procedure        * 


ERRATA  AU  COMPTE  RENDU  30MMAIRE  DE  LA  ONZIEKE  SEANCE 

DU  COMITE  IIlTT 
Le  21  mal  1945 

Doc,  486  (FRENCH),  III/1/24 
(Communication  faite  a  la  demande  du  Delegue  de  la  Norvege) 

Page  4,  ligne  23,  supprimer  la  phrase  comraenpant  par  les 
mots  "Par  ailleurs,les  efforts  pour  distinguer. . . "  et  la  rem- 
placer  par  la  suivante: 

"En  outre  il  serait  imprudent  de  tenir  Dour  acquls 
que  tous  les  merabres  de  I1  Organisation  acce'Dteront, 
comme  juridicjuement  obligatolres,  les  decisions  prises 
a  la  mejorite.  Certains  cas,  comme  ceux  de  menaces  a 
la  paix^  ne  se  pretent  pas  a  une  definition  objective. 
II  en  resulte  aue  certains  etats ^pourraient  ne  pas  se 
ranger  a  l^oolnion  de  la  majorlte  et  rneme  mettre  en 
cause  la  legitimlte  des  decisions  du  Conseil." 

Page  4,  inserer  avant  le  dernier  paragraphe,  le  paragraphs 
suivsnt: 

"En  ce ^qui  concerns  1'amendement  des  Pays-Bas  proposant 
de- transferer  a  la  Section  A  du  Chapitre  VIII  la  question 
de  lav determination  des  menaces  a  la  t>alx  et  de  modifier 
par  la  les  regies  de  vote,  le  Delegue  de  la  Norvege  fait 
remarquer  I1 impossibllite  qu'il  y  a^ a  separer  la  determi- 
nation de  I1 existence  d'une  menace  a  la  paix  ou  d!une 
rupture  de  1'etat  de  paix  et  la  resolution  d'ap^liouer 
les  raesures  necessaires.  A  I1 exception  des  cas  eventuels 
d! infraction  a  un  traite  ou  de  difficultes  decoulant  dee 
dispositions  du  paragraphe  4  du  Chaoitre  II,  les  questions 
en  cause  sont  toutes  de  caractere  politiaue  et  relevent 
de  la  raeme  discussion.  Par  consequent  elles  devralent   > 
toutes  etre  traltees  sulyant  les  memes  regies  d'unanlmite, 
II  peut  etre  fait  appel  a  une  autre  consideration  encore 
a  1'appui  de  la  raethode  des  decisions  a  la  majorite  pour 
la  determination  de  1! existence  de  menaces  a  la  paix  c*e8t 
que  oette  methode  permettralt  de  rstigmatiserl  une  grande. 
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puissance  du>nom  d'agresseur.  Pulsque  le  Delegue  du  Royaume- 
Uni  a  declare  au  cours  d'une  seance  anterieure  que  le  drolt 
de  veto  ne  s1  ap-9liquera.lt  pas  aux  discussions  et  que  ces  dis- 
cussions seralent  ouvertes  au  public,  la  decision  de  'stigma- 
tlser1  alnsl  une  grande  puissance  devralt  etre  prise  aux  dis- 
cussions du  Conseil  et  non  PAS  a  la  majorlte  des  votes  des 
membres  pennanents. rt 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  ^STRICTSD  3  3 

on  International  Organization  i>oc.  488  (FH.  EN&.) 

D  III/1/23 

May  22,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comite  1   Organisation  et  procedure 


ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  DOUZIEMS  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 

22  mal.  1945,  15  h.30 

1.  Expose  des  travaux  acconplis  a  la  seance  precedent  e. 


2.  Exainen  de  la  section  D  du  Chfipltre^VI  des  Propositions  de/ 
Dumbarton  Oaks  et  des  ^mendenents  a  cette  soction  presentes 
divers  gpuvernenents. 


3.  Autres  questions. 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedure 

AGENDA  FOR  TWELFTH  MEETIPq  OF  OOMgTTSE  III/l 
May  22.  1945,  8:30 


1.  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting. 

2.  Consideration  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  and  of  the  amendments  thereto  proposed  by  the 
various  governments. 

3.  Other  business. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  DOC.  531  (ENGLISH)* 

III/1/2 
May  23, 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  TWELFTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  1 1  I/I 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223,  May  22,  1945,  3:30  p.m. 

The  twelfth  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  opened  by  the 
Chairman  at  3:30  p.m. 

1.  Paragraph  I,  Chapter  VI,  Section  D 

The  Delegate  of  Norway  made  the  observation  that  the 
meaning  of  the  second  clause  of  the  first  sentence  would  be 
clarified  by  the  following  redraft:   "and  eaek  efcttfce  m&Mbfep 
ef  the  Security  Council  should  be  permanently  represented 
at  the  headquarters  of  the  Organization,  each  member  of  the 
Security  Council  having  its  representative •  *'  He  suggested 
that  his  observation  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
drafting  committee  and  was  supported  in  this  proposal  by 
Australia. 

The  Chairman  noted  this  suggestion.   He  then  put  Para- 
graph 1  to  a  vote. 

Decision:   Paragraph  1,  Chapter  VI,  Section 
t»,  of  15Ke  Dumb'ar ton  Oaks  ProposaTs  was 
adop5u(T"T)y  a  vote  of  3t>  to  0 . 

2.  Paragraph  2>  Chapter  VI,  Section  D 

Decision;   The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
sponsoring  governments  to  delot~tHe  final 
clause  was  adopted  l>y~a  vote  of  3! 
(Doc.  2T""G/29,  p*  3;  also  in  Eoc. 
III/1/16,  p.  13). 


Decision:  Paragraph  2,  Chapter  VI,  Sec- 
tion D,  of  tne  Pumparfon  Qaics  Proposals', 
with  thu"-above  ajnoncUnelTE,  was  adoptotf^By 
a  vote  of  3b  to  Q. 
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3 •  Paragraph  ^  Chapter  VI ,  Section  D 

Doc J3 ion:  Paragraph  3,  Chapter  VI,  Sec- 
tion D,  of  the  JSumbarton^aks  Proposals' 
was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  30  to  0. 

4.  Paragraph  4,  Chapter  VI,  Section  D 

(a)  Canadian  Amendment  (Doc.  2,  0/14  (t),  p.  2) 

The  Delegate  of  Canada  pointed  out  that  in  the  proposed 
Canadian  amendment  two  principal  changes  were  suggested. 
The  first,  largely  a  question  of  form,  was  to  delete  the 
phrase  "whenever  the  Security  Council  considers".  Thus 
phraseology,  he  stated,  would  discourage  a  non-member  of  the 
Council  from  bringing  its  special  interests  in  a  matter  to 
the  Council's  attention.  The  question  of  whether  a  state's 
interests  were  especially  affected  would  in  any  case  have  to 
be  determinod  by  the  Security  Council.  The  second  change, 
an  important  matter  of  substance,  was  to  grcnt  a  non-member , 
invited  to  participate  in  -the  Council's  discussion,  the  same 
rights  as  a  regular  member.  Any  difficulties  which  might 
arise  with  respect  to  vo.ting  in  the  application  of  this 
right  would  be  removed  by  the  adoption  of  the  Canadian  -  pro- 
posal. 

The  Crjuiadian  amendment  was  seconded  by  the  Delegate  of 
Brazil . 

The  Delegate  of  the  U.S.S.R.  proposed  that  the  discussion 
on  this  question  be  postponed  until  the  subcommittee  of 
Committee  HI/3,  created  to  consider  a  similar  Canadian  pro- 
posal, had  submitted  its  report.  This  position  was  supported 
by  the  Delegates  ef  France  and  the  United  States: 

Decision:  The  Committeo  decided,  bj  ^ 
fdyorabfe  votes,  to  postpone  discussion  of 
this  Quostion  untT3C  the  subcommittee  of 
Commit toe  HI/3  hod  concluded  its  report* 

Tho  Delegate  of  Canada  pointed  out  that  the  Canadian  cjnend- 
monts  to  this  paragraph  and  to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  wore 
not  identical,  though  similar,  and  should  be  regarded  as  two 
distinct  amendments. 

(b)  Mexican  Amendment  (Doc.  2,  Q/7  (c)(l)«.  p.  11) 

The  Delegate  of  Mexico  requested  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments to  clarify  the  voting  procedure  applicable  when  the 
Security  Council  "considered*  that  the  interests  of  a  mombor 
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of  the  Organization  were  specially  affected.  He  stated, 
In  answer  to  an  observation  of  the  Delegate  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  that  the  Mexican  proposal  provided  for  a  decision 
by  two  Council  members  as  the  minimum  number  necessary  for 
a  simplified  procedure.  The  Delegate  of  Australia  supported 
the  Mexican  request  for  clarification  and  raised  the  ques- 
tion of  who the r  a  decision  In  this  matter  was  to  be  regarded 
as  procedural  or  substantive.  At  the  suggestion  of  the 
Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom,  further  discussion  on  this 
question  was  postponed  and  the  matter  referred  to  Subcommittee 
III/l/B. 

The  Delegate  of  the  Philippines  raised  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  phrase  "specially  off acted"  referred  to  the 
interests  of  a  particular  country  or  to  those  of  other  coun- 
tries which  might  bo  bound  to  it  by  regional  arrangements. 
The  answer  to  the  question  would  determine  his  position  on 
the  proposed  amendments.  The  Chairman  stated  that  his 
observations  would  bo  token  into  account  by  the  subcommittee 
which  would  study  the  question. 

5.  Paragraph  £,  Chapter  VI,  Section  D 

(a)  Amendment  <pf  the  sponsoring  governments 

The  Chairman,  following  the  procedure  previously  agreed 
upon  by  the  Committee,  presented  the  amendment  by  the 
sponsoring  governments  which  added  a  sentence  to  paragraph  5* 
Section  D,  providing  that  the  Security  Council  "should  lay 
down  such  conditions  as  It  may  doom  just"  for  the  participa- 
tion of  non-members  who  wore  parties  to  a  dispute. 

The  Delegate  of  China  asserted  that  this  four-power 
amendment  did  not  refer  to  non-members  of  the  Council  but 
to  non-members  of  the  Organization  yho  were  parties  to  a 
dispute.  Since  such  non-member  states  were  not  bound  by  the 
terms  of  the  Charter,  the  Council  should  be  in  a  position 
to  lay  down  the  terms  end  conditions  upon  which  a  non-member 
state  would  participate  :-,n  the  discussion  of  the  dispute  to 
which  it  was  a  party.  This  would  give  some  c.saurance  that 
when  the  Council  took  up  a  dispute  to  which  a  state  not  a 
member  of  the  Organization  was  a  party,  It  would  have  a 
reasonable  prospect  of  pursuing,  the  procedure  to  a  final 
conclusion. 

A  discussion  of  Committee  procedure  next  arose.  Some 
delegations  asserted  that,  since  paragraph  5,  Section  D, 
was  closely  related  to  paragraph  4,  discussion  of  paragraph 
5  should  also  be  adjourned  ponding  the  report  of  the  sub- 
committee of  Committee  HI/3  on  the  Canadian  motion  before 
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it.  Tho  opinion  prevailed,  however,  that  Committee  III/l 
should  continue  its  consideration  of  the  amendment  to 
paragraph  5  r.s  proposed  by  the  sponsoring  governments,  it 
being  clearly  understood  that  a  favorable  vote  on  the 
amendment  at  this  stage  did  not  mean  that  paragraph  5  as 
amended  had  been  accepted*  All  other  amendments  would  bo 
discussed  commencing  with  those  farthest  removed  from  the 
Dumbarton  Odes  text. 

Tho  Delegate  of  Norway  pointed  out  that  paragraph  5 
did  not  deal  with  -oruccduro  but  with  a  substantive  matter. 
It  established  u  2'lght  of  members  of  the  Organization  not 
having  a  seat  on  the  Council  and  for  ncn-mombers  of  the 
Organization.  In  the  second  place,  he  called  attention  to 
the  lack  of  precision  in  this  paragraph  concerning  failure 
to  include,  cunung  those  invited  to  participate  in  the 
Council's  discu3sion,  states  which,  though  they  might  not 
be  parties  to  the  dispute,  might  be  able,  nevertheless,  to 
contribute  on  essential  element  in  settling  it.  Possession 
of  information,  or  any  number  of  other  circumstances, 
might  make  the  participation  of  such  states  desirable 4 
He  did  not  propose  to  put  shorn  on  chu  s.xiu  footing  ^y  inemoer 
states,  but  suggested  that  it  would  be  wise  to  make  clear 
that  the  Council  was  expected  to  call  upon  all  third -par ties. 

Tho  Chairman  then  called  for  a  vote. 

Decision;  The  Committee  adopted  the 
amendment  of  paragraph  5  proposed  by  the 
sponsarTng  govornnients  cis  &  basis  Tor 
discuss  fan  py  a  vo€e^of"35  to  Q.~" 

The  Mexican  Representative  then  asked  that  it  be  noted 
in  the  record  that  he  voted  for  the  amendment  of  the 
sponsoring  governments  on  the  understanding  that  this  did 
not  prejudice*  the  discussion  of  other  amendments  to  para- 
graph 5  end  another  vote  upon  the  paragraph  c.3  finally 
emended.  This  was  accepted  by  the  Chairman. 

(b)  .The  Netherlands  qaondment  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (j)  (1)* 
p.  "6") 

The  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands  presented  the  following 
amendment  to  be  inserted  at  the  end  of  paragraph  5: 

11 ,  and  shall  enjoy  the  srme  position  with 
regard  ta  discussion  and  voting  as  the 
other  piirty  to  tho  dispute." 

The  reason  for  this  amendment  was  the  necessity  and  desir- 
ability of  securing  the  position  before  the  Council  of  a 
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non-member  party  to  a  dispute.  It  was  the  intention  of  the 
amendment  to  give  non-members  the  same  status  in  the  Council 
as  that  enjoyed  by  non-permanent  members  of  the  Council. 
Since,  however,  this  involved  voting,  the  Delegate  of  the 
Netherlands  proposed  that  it  be  submitted  to  the  subcommittee 
which  had  the  question  of  voting  under  consideration. 

Decisioni  The  motion  to  refer  the 
Netherlands  amendment  To  Subcommittee 
III/l/B  was  approved  by  a  vote  of  13 
to  12 . 

(c)  Other  amendments 

The  proposed  amendments  of  Chile  (Doc.  2,  G/?  (i), 
pp.  6-7);  Ethiopia  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (n),  p.  2);  Liberia  (Doc. 
2,  0/14  (a),  p.  2);  and  Mexico  (Doc.  2,  0/7  (c)  (1),  p.  11) 
were  likewise  ruf erred  to  Subcommittee  III/l/B. 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  5-'30  p.m. 
2C41  -5. 
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COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comite  1   Organisation  et  procedure 


PROCES-VERBAL  RESUME  DE  L&  DOUZIEME  SEANCE  DU  OOMITE  III/l 
Veterans  Building.  Salle  223 

22  mai  1945.  15h,30 

Le  President  ouvre  la  douzierae  seance  du  Comite  a  15h.35. 
1.  Paragraphs  1,  Chapltre  VI.  Section  D. 

Le  pelegue  de  la  Norvege  fait  remarauer  que  le  sens  de 
la  deuxleme  proposition  de  la  premiere  phrase  serait  plus 
clalr  soue  la  forme  suivante:   wet  chaque  etat  membre  du 
Conseil  do  Securite  devrait  avoir  une  representation  perma-r 
nente  au  siege  de  I1 Organisation,  chaque  membre  du  Conseil  de 
Securite  ay ant  son  representant. M  II  su« 


^*^_  -^^.  -  -^ suggere  que  son  obser- 
vation solt  communiquee  au  Comite  de  Redaction,  Sa  proDosi- 
tion  est  appuyee  par  I1 Australia. 

Le  President  prend  note  de  cette  suggestion;  puls  11 
met  aux  voix  le  paragraphs  1. 

Decision:  Le  paragrat>he  1  du  Ohapitre  VI.  Section  D 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  est  adopt e  (par  36 
voix  oontre  0. )  " 

2.  Paragraphe  2,  Chapitre  VI.  Section  Df 

Decision:  L'amendement  propose  par  les  puissances 
invitantes  tendgnt  a  supprinier  la  proposition  de  la 
fin  est  adoptee  par~39  voix  contre  0.  (Doo>  2.  Q/29 
P>3;  aussi  Doc.  360.  III/1/16  p/13.) 

Decision:  Le  paragraphe  2  du  Chapitre  V£f  Section  D, 
Propositions  (fe  Dumbarton*"0ft?s  est  adopTe  aveo  I1  amen- 
dement  oi-dessus  par  38  voix  oontre  0^ 

3.  Paragraphs  3,  Chapitre  VI.  Section  D. 

Decision:  Le  paragraohe  3,  Chapitre  VI 9  Section  D  des 
Propositions  de  Dumb arton^O ales  est  adopt!  par  58  voix 
centre  Ot 
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4*  Paragraphs  4,  Chap  It  re  VI,  Section  D. 

(a)  Amendement  oanadien  (Doc*  2,  g/14.  (t)  p»2) 

Le  Drflrfgurf  du  Canada  fait  remarquer  que  1  'amende  me  nt  pro- 
poerf  par  le  Canada  suggfcre  deux  ohangementa  principaux.  Le 
premier,  qui  eat  surtout  une  'question  de  forme,  est  la  suppres- 
sion de  la  phrase  nohaoue  fols  que  le  Consell^de  Srfourlte  Juge.* 
Cette  phras^ologie  ,  eelon  lui,  est  de  nature  a  dtfcourager  un 
ntn-membr^  d'attirer  1  attention  du  Conseil  eur  les  intrfrfits 
sprfclaux  qu!il  peut  avoir  dans  une  question*  La  question  jde 
s  avoir  si  les  intrfrfits  dfun  Etat  sont  partlculi&rement  en 
cause  devrait  Stre  drftermlnrfe,  dan«  ohaque  cas,  par  le  Conseil 
de  Srfcuritrf,  Le  seoond  ohangement,  qui  "porte  sur  une  importante 
question  de  fond,  consists  fe  acoorder  &  un  non-membre  qui  est 
lnvlt£  &  prendre  part  aux  deliberations  du  Conseil  les  mfimes 
droits  qur&  un  membre  rrfgulier,  Toute  difficult^  qui  pourrait 
surgir  sur  I1  application  du  droit  de  vote  serait  levrfe  per 
I1  adoption  de  la  proposition  oanadlenne. 

L'amendement  canadien  est  appuyrf  par  le  Drflrfgurf  du  Brrfell. 

Le  Dd'l^gurf  de  1!U,R.S.S,  propose  que  la  dieoussion  de 
cette  question  soit  ajourntfe  Jusqu'fc  ce  que  le  sous-comltrf 
du  Comitrf  HI/3  qui  a  rftrf  orrfe  pour  examiner  une  proposition 
canadienne  slmilaire  ait  pr^senttf  son  rapport.  Cette  proposi- 
tion est  appuytfe  par  les  d^lrfgurfs  de  la  France,  et  des  Etats- 
Unis: 

Decision:  ie  Comitrf  drfoide  par  35  voix  de  retarder 

la  discussion  de  cette  question  Jusquf&  ce  que  le  sous- 

comitg  du  Comlt?  HI/3  a^t  pr^sente  son  rapport. 


Le  D^iegue  du  Canada  fait  remarquer  que  les  amendements  ta- 
nadiens  &  ce  paragrajxhe  et  au  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  B  ne  sont 
pas  identiques  bien  que  siipilaires,  et  doivent  dtre  consider  ^9 
comme  deux  amendements  distinct's. 

(b)  '  Amendement  Mexloain  (Doc*  2,  Q/7  (<e)  (1)  prll,) 


Le  Ml^gu^  du  Mexlque  demande  que  le^  puissances  inv  it  antes 
precise  nt  la  procedure  do  vote  &  suivre  dans  le  oas  oti  le 
Conseil  'de  Becuritd'  "Juge*  que  les  intd'rSts  d!un  membre.de  I1  Or- 
ganisation sont  particulidrement  affect^s.     En  r^ponse  &  une 
observation  du  D^lrfgurf  du  Royaume-Uni,   11  declare  que  la  propo- 
sition mexicaine  prevoit.  comme  nombre  minimum  ntfoessaire  pour 
une  procedure  simplified,  que  oe  Jugement  doit  dtre  formultf  par 
deux  membre  s  au  mo  ins  du  Conseil*     Le  Drfl^gurf  de  I1  Australia 
appuia  la  demande  mexioaine  pour  que  soit  prtfcis^e  la  procrfdu- 
re  de  vote  et  demande  si  une  decision  en  cette  matifere  doit 
dtre  oonsid£r£e  comme  affect  ant  la  procedure  ou  le  fond*     A  la 
suggestion  du  D4l4gutf  du  Royauae-Unl  la  discussion  de  oette  ques- 
tion est  ajourntfe  et  le  probldme  est  tranemts  pour  examen  au 
eous-comltrf  HI/l/3. 
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Le  Delegue  dee  Philippines  demande  si  lf express ion 
"partlculiferement  affect?*"  se  rapport e  aux  interets  dfun 
pays  nrtlouller  ou  k  ceux  d'autres  jays  qui  pour ra lent  etre 
lies  a  oe  dernier  par  dee  accords  reglonaux.  La  reponee  & 
cette  question  determlnera  son  attitude  &  lf£gard  dee  am en- 
dements  proposes.  Le  President  declare  que  le  sous-comitd  char- 
g£  d'etudier  la  question  tiendra  compte  de  ces  observations, 

5«  Paragraphs  £,  Ohapitre  VI.  Section  £• 
(a)  Amendement  des  puissances  invltantes. 

Le  President  conformement'k  In  procedure  adoptee  anterieu- 
rement  par  le  Comlte,  present c  I'omendement  des  gouvernemente 
des  puissances 'invitantes  lequel  ajoute  une  phrase  oujpragra- 

?he  5,  Section  D,  prlvoyont  que  le  Conseil  de  Securitc  rtdevralt 
tablir  les  conditions  qu'il  Juge  equitnbles11   pour  la  parti- 
cipation de  noft-inembres*  qul  ont  parties  h  un  differend. 

Le  Delegue  dc  la  Chine  afflrme  quo  cet  omendement  des  quatre 
puissances  ne  concerne  pas  les  non-membres  du  Conseil  male  les 
non-membres  del 'Organisation  parties  h  un  differend.  Pulsque 
ces  etats  non-mcmbres  ne  sent  parlies  pnr  les  termes  de  ii  Char- 
te,  le  Conseil  devralt  etre  h  meme  de  fornmler  les  conditions 
auxquelles  un  etat  m*rv-wombre  particlpora  k  la  discussion  dfun 
differend  auqucl  11  est  partie.  CelS  donnerait  I'assurance 
que  le  Conseil,. lorsqu1 11  abordera  1'examen  d'un  lltige  au- 
quel  un  etat  non-membre  est  partie  aura  I'cspoir  ralsonnable 
de  mener  ia  procedure  h  bonne  fin. 

II  s'elbve  ensuite  une  discussion  sur  3r  procedure  du  Coroite. 
Certnlnes  Delegations  affirment  que,  puisque  le  paragraphs  5, 
section  DI  est  etroltement  lie  au  y  ragzr  phe  4,  la  discussion 
du  paragraphs  5  devrait  egalement  etre  ajournee  en  attendant  le 
rapport  du  Sous-Comite  du  Coraite  III/3  sur  la  motion  canadienne 
dont  11  est  saisl, 

Ocpendant,  la  raajorlte  est  d'avis  que  le  Coialt^  III/l  de- 
vralt continuer  son  examen  de  I'ara^nderaent  au  paragraphe  5  pro- 
pose par  les  puissances  Invltantes,  etant  entendu  qu'un  vote  fa- 
vorable a  I'awendem.nt  dnns  cette  phase  de  la  discussion  ne  si- 
gnlflerait  pas  que  le  paragraphe  5  ainsi  amende  aurnlt  ete  accep- 
te.  Tme  les  autres  ameniemonts  scront  disoutes  en  commen- 
c^nt  par  ceux  qul  sont  les  plus  lloignes  du  texte  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks. 
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Le  Delegue  de  la  Norvege  fait  remarquer  aue  le  Paragraphe 
5  ne  porte  pas^ur  la  procedure  mais  sur  le  fond  fle  la  question. 
Ce  paracraphe  etabllt  un  droit  pour  lea  membree  de  I'Organls*- 
tion  ne  siegeant  pas  au  Conseil  ainsi  que  pour  les  non-raembres' 
de  I1 Organisation.  En  deuxleme  lieu  11  attire  I1 attention  sur 
le  nanque  de  precision  fle  ce  paragraphs  qui  omet  d'inclure  par- 
mi  ceux  invites  P  participer  a  la  discussion  du,Coneell  des 
eljats  aui,  bien  aue  nfetant  pas  parties  au  differend,  pourraient 
neannplns  appnrter  une  contribution  importante  au  reglement  du 
differend.  Le  fait  de  posseder  des  informations,  ou  telle  ou  telle 
eutre  c^rconstance,  pourralt  rendre  desirable  la  participation 
de  oes  etats,^  II  ne  propose  pas  de  lee  mettre  sur  le  m&me 
pied  que  les  etats-merabres,  maisv suggere  qu'il  serait  sage  de 
faire  coimrendre  qu!on  s1 attend  a  ce  que  le  Conseil  fasse  ap- 
pel  a  toutes  les  tleroes-parties. 

Le  President  met  la  question  aux  voix. 

Decision;  L£  Oomite  adopt e  l*aAendement  du  paragraphe  5 
propose  oomme  base  de  discussion  par  les  puissances  in- 
vitantes  par  55  voix  contre  0. 

v  Le  Delegue  Mexicain  demande  alors  qu'on  inscrive  au  pro- 
ces-verbal  qu!ll  a  vote  pour  I'anendement  des  puissances  in- 
vltantes  a  la  condition  que  cet  amendement  nfexclue  pas  la 
discussion  d'autres  amendements  au  paragrephe  5  et  un  nou- 
veau  vote  du  paragraphe  apres  amendement  final.  Le  President 
eccepte  cette  demande. 

6.  (b)  L Amendement  des  Pays-Bas.  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (J)  (1).  P. 6.) 

Le  Delcgue  des  Pays-Bas  propose  I1 insertion  de  I'amende- 
ment  sulvant  a  la  fin  du  ppragrephe  5: 

wet  beneficlerc  de  le  m6me  position  a  I'egprd  de  IP  dis- 
cussion et  du  vote  que  I'putre  partie  au  differend.11 

La  raison  de  cet  amendement  est  la  necessite  et  la^e'si- 
rablllte  d1 Assurer  1?  position  devant  le  Conseil  d'un  etat 
non-membre  pRr--\e  ^  un  differend.  L1  intention  de  cet  amende- 
ment est  £e  dfinuei  aux  non-membres  le  inSme  statut  dpns  le 
Conseil  nua  cel^l  des  membres^non-permanents.  Ce^endant,  / 
puisque  cctt^  question  est  llee  a  celle  ciu  vote,  le  Delegue 
dee  "Peys-Bas  propose  qulelle  soit  soumise  au  Sous-Comlte  qui 
etudie  en  ce  moment  la  procedure  d«  vote. 

Decision;  La  motion  de  eoumettre  I1 amendement  des  Pays- 
Be  s  PU  Boug^STomlte  Iir7l/B  est  approuvee  par  IS  voix 
oontre  I2T 

7.  Autres  amendemente  au  paragraphe  5,  Chapjtre  VI.  section  D. 
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Lee  amendemente  proposes  par  le  Chill  (Doc.  2,  0/7  (i) 
pp. 6-7.);  1'Ethiople  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (n)  p. 2.);  Liperia 
(Doc.  2,  0/14  (a),  P. 2,);  le  Mexlcpe  (Doc.  2,  G/7,(o) 
(l)  r>.ll.)  eont  egalement  renvoyes  au  Sous-Comlte  III/l/B. 

Le  seence  est  levee  K  17h,30. 
2042  "  5  " 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  S!™S??i»    n 

F  .          .    -.          «v       .  Doc.    52i"    IENO..FR. 

on  International  Organization  111/1/25 

23,  1945 


COMMISSION  UI        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

AGENDA  FOR  THIRTEENTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
May  2£,  1945.  8:?0  £  m. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting? 

(2)  Consideration  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  and  of  the  amendments 
thereto  proposed  by  the  WO*HOUS  governments 

(3)  Other  business 

QRDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  TREI2ISME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
ie  2?  roal  1945  a  20  h  50 


(1)  Expose  des  questions  traltees  a  la  seance  prece'dente 

(2)  Ex^iaen  de  la  Section  B,  Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  des  emendements  a  cette  Section 
proposes  par  les  divers  gouvernements 

(3)  Autres  questions 


2013  -  1  - 


The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  RESTRICTED  375 

Doc.  555  (ENGLISH)* 

111/1/27 

May  24  1945 

COMMISSION   HI        Security  CouncU 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  THIRTEENTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223  >  May  23 ,  1945 >  8;45  p.m. 

The  thirteenth  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  opened 
by  the  Chairman  at  8:45  p.m. 

The  Chairman  reviewed  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
to  date.  He  stated  that  after  having  completed  the  con- 
sideration of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  tho  Committed  had 
adopted  certain  decisions  respecting  the  composition  of 
the  Security  Council.  It  had  also  completed  a  general 
discussion  of  Section  C,  the  detailed  consideration  of 
this  section,  however,  to  be  taken  up  as  soon  as  Subcom- 
mittee III/l/B  submits  its  report. 

The  Chairmen  further  stated  that  at  tho  meeting  hold 
on  May  22,  paragraphs  1,  2,  and  3,  Section  D,  Chapter  VI 
had  been  adopted.  Certain  amendments  respecting  paragraphs 
4  and  5  were  referred  to  Subcommittee  III/l/B,  for  which 
reason  tho  vote  on  paragraph  4  was  postponed.  Tho  amend- 
ment of  the  sponsoring  governments  to  paragraph  5  vas 
adopted  as  a  basis  for  discussion  by. tho  Committee  without 
prejudice  to  tho  consideration  by  the  Commit teo  of  amendments 
of  other  delegations  with  respoct  to  this  paragraph.  At 
the  proper  time,  when  the  report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B 
is  received,  paragraphs  4  and  5  will  be  considered  and  voted 
upon. 

Tho  Uxituirman  then  stated  that  the  consideration  of 
Section  B,  Chapter  VI  would  bo  commenced,  this  Section 
covering  the  principal  functions  and  powers  of  the  Security 
Council.  He  recalled  the  fact  that  Committee  III/l  had 
approved  the  report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/A,  presided 
over  by  tho  Rrpportour  of  tho  Cbmmittee,  Mr;  Castro,  which 
report  recommondod  that  all  of  Section  B  bo  referred  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  this  Committee.  This  report,  he  statod, 
had  been  approved  by  tho  Coordination  Commit too, 
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The  mooting  we?  then  oponod  to  the  discussion  of 
Section  B. 

1.   Title  of  Chapter  VI.;   Section  B 

a.  Norwegian  Amendment  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (n)  (l)  p.^; 
clso  In  T?oc.^IIO>^n?ngTrsh)j  iTl/l/Io*  £•   ) 


Tho  Djlegato  of  Norway  proposed  thct  the  word  fl  principal11 
bo  deleted  from  the  title  to  conform  with  the  legal  rules 
applicable  to  such  a  definition,  to  make  the  title  consistent 
with  the  title  of  Chapter  V,  Section  B,  and  to  eliminate  the 
vagueness  inherent  in  the  present  phraco.  The  Norwegian 
amendment  was  socondod  by  tho  Delegate  of  Franco.  Tho  Dole- 
gate  of  Australia  ppintod  out  that  tho  amendment  was  a  matter 
of  drafting  and  suggested  that  tho  Delegate  of  Norway  permit 
his  proposal  to  bo  referred  to  the  Coordination  Committee. 
This  wcs  approved  by  the  DDlcgctu  of  Norway. 

Decision  :   It  wis  decidod,  without  further 
dl  s  cus  oTon  ,To  rofor  tficnworwoairji  amend- 
ment for  ^e^oToT^cn'^oT  the  word  "principal" 
To  the  CoordiHc^lgr  Cotanlttue. 

2.  Paragraph  3.,  Section  B,  Chcptor  VI 

r.  Chilean  Ainendpent  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (l.)  £•  6;  also 
in  Doc. 


The  Delegate  of  Chile  stated  that  ho  would  withdraw 
his  amendment  to  add  the  sentence,  "such  responsibility 
would  last  so  long  as  the  Assembly  docs  not  function  and 
until  it  Is  called",  In  tho  Interests  ef  expediting  tho 
debate,  since  this  amendment,  as  well  as  others  proposed 
by  Chile  to  this  section,  were  being  discussed  in  other 
Committees. 

^b.  Mexican  Amendment 
also  in  Doc . 

Tho  Delegate  of  Mexico  requested  that  tho  portion  of 
tho  Mexican  amendment  relating  to  the  Intervention  of  tho 
General  Assembly  in  questions  within  the  coripetcnco  of  tho 
Security  Council  be  deferred  until  Committee  II/2  had  com- 
pleted Its  consideration  of  the  amendments  proposed  to 
Chapter  V,  Section  B.  Ho  also  requested  that  considera- 
tion of  the  first  portion  of  tho  Mexican  amendment"  j  tho 
addition  of  the  words  "for  a  term  of  eight  years",  be 
adjourned  until  Subcommittee  III/l/B  had  completed  its 
report  on  voting  procedure.  Tho  llmltrtion  of  eight 
yoars  had  been  proposed  because  it  was  felt  that  within 

2188  -2- 


377 

that  period  the  experiment  of  conferring  extensive  duties 
on  the  Security  Council  would  be  shown  to  have  succeeded  or 
failed.  However,  he  felt  that  the  scno  results  might  be  ob- 
tained by  a  change  in  the  voting  procedure  or  amendment  to 
the  Charter  end  ho  would  bo  willing  to  withdraw  the  amend- 
ment in  this  case.  The  proposal  to  adjourn  discussion  on 
the  Mexican  auendment  was  seconded  by  Bolivia  and  Brazil. 

Decision!  ,It  was  decided  to  adjourn  discussion 
on  the  Mexican  amendment  by  a  vote  "of  21  To  Q. 

c.  Canadian  Amendment  (Doc .  2,  G/14  (t),  £.  2: 
also  in  free.  300"T%ngH3hT  lTlTT/115,  £.  15) 

The  Delegate  of  Crnada  suggested  that  the  Conuittee 
might  apprjpriately  discuss  as  an  addition  to  paragraph  1  the 
Canadian  amendment  to  add  a  now  paragraph  to  Section  D,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Scc.urity  Council  should  submit  annual 
and,  when  necessary,  special  reports  to  the  General  Assembly 
for  its  consideration.  Ho  obsorvod  that  thio  craondmont  was 
a  corollary  tu  the  power  of  tho  General  Assenbly  to  receive 
reports  from  the  Security  Council  as  sot 'forth  in  Chapter  V, 
Section  B,  paragraph  8.   It  was  ccnsoquontly  proposed  that 
the  corresponding  obligation  bo  placed  on  the  Security 
Council.   The  Canadian  anenduont  was  seconded  by  the  Delegates 
of  Australia  end  Turkey.   Tho  Delegate  of  Brazil  called  at- 
tention tjc  the  Brazilian  amendment  to  Chapter  B,  Section  B, 
paragraph  8,  being  considered  in  another  Committee,  to  tho 
effect  that  tho  General  Assembly  should  discuss  tho  reports 
of  the  Security  Council,  end  felt  that  the  Canadian  amend- 
mont  might  appropriately  use  the  term  "discuss".   The 
Delegate  of  Ctnadc,  was  of  tho  opinion  that  tho  term  "consider1 
would  include  discussion  and  proposed  that  his  amendment 
be  adopted  unaltered,  leaving  it  tc  tho  Coordination  Com- 
mittee to  bring  the  two  texts  into  han.iony  if  necessary. 

Decision;   The  Canadian  amendment  wcs  adopted 
by  a  voTc  of  ^S"^  Q. 

Decision:   Pare graph  I,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI, 
of  tho  gumbart^n  Oaks  Proposals,  as  cnondcdTy 
^He""a5[dition  of  the  seHEbnoo  prcposocTpy  tne 
Canadian  Delegate,  was  adcpfoci  by  cTvoTu  uf  40 
to  0. 

Tho  Delegate  of  Mexico  stated  that  in  view  of  a  Mexican 
proposal  to  Chapter  V,  Section  B,  paragraph  8,  which  was 
before  cjicther  Committee,  ho  would  reserve  full  rights  to 
propose  a  reconsideration  of  tho  Mexican  amendment  when  tho 
report  of  that  Committee  was  received  and  requested  that 
this  bo  inscribed  in  tho  ninutos.  This  was  acceded  to  by 
tho  Chairman. 
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3   Paragraph  2,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI 


o  glen  Amendment  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (n)  (JL)  p.  ^; 
o  In  goc.  3t»Q  TEnglTsh),  lTl/l/I6,  £.  ?) 


Nor  vo  glen  Amendment 
als 


The  Delegate  of  Norway  observed  that  the  Norwegian 
anondnont  tc;  add  a  final  clause  that  "the  previsions  of 
the  Charter  arid  the  considoratlon  that  n^  solution  should 
be  inp^sed  upon  a  state  uf  a  nature  to  Impair  its  ccnfidenco 
in  its  future  security  or  welfare"  was  made  with  a  view  to 
establishing  rules  of  conduct  for  the  Security  Council.   The 
Security  Council  was  vested  with  enormous  powers  and  little 
restraint  wcs  placed  upon  their  exercise  by  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals.  The  chapters  wn  Purposes  and  Principles 
offered  no  such  rules,  with  the  exception  of  the  principle 
of  the  sovereign  equality  of  states.  He  folt  that  a 
basic  rule  of  conduct  must  be  formulated  as  a  restraint 
on  tho  Security  Council  raid  as  r,  guarantee  that  it  Would 
net  rosort  to  c.  "politlquo  do  Compensation".  Whctover 
sacrifices  the  Security  Ccuncll  might  roquire  of  a  nation 
should  not  bo  wf  -such  c.  nrture  as  to  impair  tho  confidence, 
of  that  nation  In  its  future. 

The  Delegate  cf  C  zocho  Slovakia  explained  that  his 
s  propose,!,  to  which  tho  Norwegian  Delegate 
had  referred,  wcs  In  the  nature  of  an  ^bservaticn.   Sinco 
it  dealt  with  the  larger  i)r^blor.i  of  respect  f  :  r  territorial 
integrity  under  Consideration  In  Comr.ilttoo  I/I  he  did  net 
wish  to  have  it  co^sldoi'od  hope. 

The  Representative  ^f  tho  Unitud  Kinsdon,  in  cppcsing 
the  Norwegian  anondnont,  pointed  v,ut  thct  its  purpose  wcs 
already  served  by  the  amended  principles  in  Chapter  I,  whore 
it  was  stipulated  thct  tho  Organization  was  ti,  bring  about 
by  pcacoful  nocns,  cxid  vlth  duo  regard  for  principles  of 
justice  and  Intornctl'^nal  icw^  r  d.  j  us  tm  orfE^o  r  aottlunenT^.  .  ." 
etc.   In  his*  ^  pinion,  tlie  TTTrwoglan  rxiondr.iont  was  not  a 
desirable  way  vf  stating  tho  case  because  ho  considered  it 
inadvisable  to  limit  the  Council  in  its  actions,  as  was  in 
effect  prep^-sed,  when  it  was  dealing  with  a  lawbrecker. 

In  reply,  the  Delegcto  of  Norway  assorted  that  tho 
amendment,  though  Its  wording  might  be  improved,  was  not 
intended  to  dccl  with  aggressors  of  tho  present  war,  but 
with  tho  future.   The  riombors  of  the  Organization  should 
have  some  assurance,  not  ^nlj*  of  their  independence  and 
territorial  integrity,  but  also  of  their  continued  existence 
as  political  entitles.   The  quotation  from  tho  "Principles" 
given  by  the  previous  speaker?  contained  no  rule  uf  conduct 
for  tho  Security  Council,  at  whoso  disposal  overwhelming 
powers  had  boon  pieced.  There  was  no  problem  connected 
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with  its  pacific  settlement  of  disputes,  but  only  vith 
its  coercive  fiction  In  applying  sanctions.  The  Norwo&irn 
Delegate  felt  that  Chapter  I  was  not  the  right  place  for 
rules  governing  the  Security  Council.  Ho  questioned  flnr-lly 
whether  tho  word  "justice"  hart  in  fact  boon  introduced  into 
tho  text  of  Cnaptor  I  of  ths  Charter. 

Tho  Delegate  of  tho  Unltod  States  supported  the 
opinion  that  Suction  B  of  Chapter  VI  was  not  tho  propor 
place  for  tho  Ncrwoglan  amendment.  'Ho  assorted  that  tho 
Commit too  dealing  with  Principles  rjid  Purposes  had  added 
such  phrases  as  regard  fr^r  principles  of  justice  and 
International  law",  "rospect  fcr  tLe  principle  of  equal 
rights  and  self  dotorraination  uf  people",  and  "promotion 
and  encouragement  of  respect  fcr  human  right3  and  for 
fundamental  freedoms  for  all  without  rospect  to  a?r,ce, 
lan&uago,  religion,  or  BOX..."  Those,  in  hio  opinion, 
constituted  tho  nl ghost  rulos  of  conduct.  Furthermore, 
tho  Char tor  had  to  bo  considered  in  its  entirety  and  If 
tho  Socurlty  Council  violated  its  principles  and  purposes 
it  would  bo  acting  ultrr,  vires.  Finally  ho  pointed  out 
that  the  phrase  in  ^E^TTorwd^Tan  amonduent  referring  to 
the  impairment  of  a  nation's  "confidence  in  its  future 
security  or  welfare"  was  impracticable  because  the  Security 
Council  cculd  not  base  its  action  sololy  ^n  the  attitude 
uf  tho  popple  of  tho  country  concerned. 

Tho  Australian  Delegate  agrood  thc~t  Norway fs  amend- 
ment was  important.  iTc*  fur  tho  r  r,g,rood  that  its  proper 
piece  wcs  in  another .pert  of  the  Charter  to  which  Australia 
had  proposed  an  amendment  that  all  nations  should  refrain 
from  threat  or  use  of  forco  c^ainst  jno  cnothor.  This 
idee,  as  well  as  tho  Czechoslovak:  desire  fcr  gucranteos 
ef  independence  and  territorial  integrity,  was  concerned 
with  tho  sauo  basic  question  as  tho  Noi'W'jgl.'-n  amunfimont, 
but  bolv.,n(3BdJh  an  otrlior  section  of  the  Clv-rter.   Tho 
Delogato  of  Greoco  c?ncurrod  and  char:,ctorlzod  the  NJP- 
woglan  amondmont  ^s  vjno  which  would  be  difficult  to  apply. 

Tho  Representative  of  Mexico  asked  the  Delegate  of 
tho  United  States  if  ho  was  in  favor  of  inserting  an 
allusion  to  justico  and  international  Icviianodiately 
after  the  phraso  "to  maintain  international  j-oaco  and 
security"  in  paragraph  1,  Chapter  I.  Ho  raised  the 
question  because  Mexico  had  a  slnllcr  cnendnent. 

The  Delegate  of  the1  Ukrainian  Soviet  Socialist 
Republic  declared  that  as  Chairwrn  of  Coimulttoo  I/I 
he  could  say  that  tho  phrase  concerning  justico  rjid 
International  law  had  been  accepted  by  tho  Conmlttoo. 
He,  therefore,  considered  that  the  purpc.se  of  tho  Nor- 
wegian amondmont  had  been  already  aclilovad,  for  the 
principles  and  purposes  sot  forth  at  tho  beginning  of 
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the  Charter  applied  not  only  to  tho  states  members  of 
tho  Organisation  but  also  to  tho  Security  Council  cud 
no  useful  scrvico  could  bo  sorvod  in  repeating  them. 
Tho  Delegate  of  tho  United  States,  replying  to  tho 
Moxicr,n  representative,  believed  that  this  statement 
r,nsworod  the  question  thct  had  boon  put  to  him. 

The  Chairman,  ruling  that  tho  amendment  had  boon 
thoroughly  discussed,  put  tho  mattor  to  a  voto. 

Decision:   The  Norwegian  amendment  to 
paragraph  1",  Section  B,  "Chapter  VI,  wrs 
aofoatoa"  by  a  veto  "of  10  to  lT" 

Decision:      Per/:  graph  ,1,    Section  B,    Chapter 
VI  or  tFe  Dujnbartorr"0alcg   frroposaTs,   was 
a  vote   of  2b  to  0. 


4.  Paragraph  ^,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI 

No  amendments  wero  presented  to  this  paragraph  and 
there  was  no  discussion. 

Decision:   Paragraph  3  ,  Section  B, 
Chapter  VI,  of  the  Pumbar^ori  Oaks  Pro- 
posals," was  aclop^ed  by  a  veto  of  "3^  to  JO. 

5.  Paragraph  jf,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI 

a.   Llberian  and  Mexican  Amendments  (Doc.  360 


Tho  Chairman  suggested  that  since  tho  Llborlan  and 
Mexican  amendments  were  so  similar,  unless  there  was  ot 
joction  only  the  Mexican  amendment  would  bo  considered. 
The  Delegate-  of  Liberia  agreed.   Tho  Representative  of 
Mexico  pointed  out  that  his  amendment  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (c) 
(l),  p.  11)  roforrod  to  the  right  of  appoal  to  tho  As- 
sembly with  restrictions  provided  for  by  an  amendment 
to  paragraph  1,  Section  B,  of  Chapter  V.   He  proposed 
therefore  that  it  should  act:  bo  discussed  until  the  work 
of  tho  Committee  on  the  Assembly  had  been  completed. 
This  was  agreed  upon. 

b.  Belgian  Amendment 

The  Belgian  Delegate  suggested  that  confidonce 
In  the  oxorclso  of.  the  Council's  powers  could  bo  rein- 
forced If  in  paragraph  4  it  should  be  clearly  stated 
that  the  Council  was  acting  with  respect  to  Chapter  VIII. 
He  therefore  moved  an  amendment  to  add  after  tho  words 
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"decisions  of  tho  Security  Council11  tho  words  "tekon  undor 
Chapter  VIII".  This,  he  believed,  would  meet  the  objective 
of  tho  severe!  proposed  wnondmonts  end  would  clarify  the 
obligations  which  members  wore  to  undertake* 

Several  delegates  seconded  this  ejmmdmont. 

The  Representative  of  tho  United  Kingdom  noted  that 
while  the  Belgian  amendment  soomod  to  bo  a  vory  simple  one 
it  was  really  one  of  substance  and  of  very  great  importance. 
Tho  Council  had  other  duties  besides  those  presented  in 
Chapter  VIII  and  the  Implications  of  the  Belgian  amendment 
needed  careful  study.  As  a  point  of  order  he  asked  if  the 
Belgian  motion  could  be  properly  considered  by  the  Committee 
until  it  had  gone  through  tho  proper  channels  for  tho 
presentation  of  new  amendments  to  the  Conference. 

The  Chairmen  r.grood  thet  tho  Belgian  amendment  would 
have  to  bo  presented  through  tho  proper  channels  and  pro- 
posed a  vote  upon  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  toxt  of  paragraph  4. 

The  Canadian  Representative ,  hoyovor,  pointed  out 
that  the  text  was  not  ontiroly  clear  in  its  implications 
and  asked  if  one  of  tho  sponsoring  governments  would  state 
whether  or  not  undor  this  paragraph  tho  Security  Council 
could  call  on  a  member  to  t^ke  military  action  not 
covered  in  tho  special  agreement  or  agreements,  to  which 
that  member  would  bo  a  party  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B, 
paragraph  5« 

The  Delegate  ef  tho  United  States  again  emphasized 
that  the  Charter  must  bo  construed  in  its  entirety  and 
that  no  single  pare  graph  could  bo  separated  from  the 
rest  of  the  document.  Therj  wore  special  provisions  which 
would  override  general  provisions,  and  tho  answer  to  the 
ijuestlon  was  a  categorical  "No". 

A  division  of  opinion  arose  as  to  whether  or  not 
paragraph  4  should  now  be  voted  upon,  but  a  motion1. to 
adjourn  was  carried  by  a  vote  of  20  to  3. 

The  mooting  was  adjourned  at  11  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 
on  International  Organization 

Doc.  555 
III/1/27 
Kay  24,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comitrf    Organisation  et  Procedure 


gRUCES  VERBAL  RSSUnE  !>£  LA  TRLIZI.MS  5LAi.C£  l)\j  CUiilTE  III 


Veterans  Building.  Salle  223,  25  mai  1945.  i  20  h  45 

Le  President  ouvre  la  treizldme  stance  du  Cornit^  & 
20  h  45. 

Le  President  passe  en  revue  les  travaux  accomplls  par 
le  Comltd'  Jusqu'el  present.   II  declare  ou'apres  avoir 
termini  1'examen  de  la  bectlon  A,  Ciia,vitre  VI,  le  Comit^ 
a  prls  certfcines  decisions  ayant  trait  &  la  composition 
clu  Conseil  de  S^curitrf.   II  a  rfgaleiaent  terming  une 
discussion  g^n^rale  de  la  Section  C;  mais^il  conrnencera 
1'examen  d^taill/  de  cette  section  auesitot  que  le  Sous- 
Comit^  III/l/B  aura  soumis  son  rapport. 

Le  President  declare  en  outre  au1^  la  stance  du  22  mai 
les  paragraphs  1,  2  et  3  de  la  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI, 
ont  rft^  adoptrfs.   Certr.lns  amendements  concernant  les 
p£-j?agraphes  4  et  5  ont  4*4  soumis  au  Scus-Comit^  III/l/B 
et,  pour  cette  ralson  le  vote  BUT  le  p*iragraphe  4  a  £t'dT 
remiB.  L'Amendement  au  paragraohe  5  propos^  par  les 
gouvernements  invitants  a  ^trf  adopte  comme  base  de  dis- 
cussion par  le  Oomitrf,  sans  prejudice  de  I'examen  par 
celui-ci  dee  amende  men  ts  d'autres  d^l^grtlons  au  sujet 
de  ce  poragraphe.   Les  parographes  4  et  5  seront  examines 
et  mis  aux  voix  en  temps  opportun,  aprSs  rrfce-otion  du 
rapport  du  BOue-Comltrf  III/l/B. 

Le  President  propose  de  passer  &  lfexamen  de  la 
Section  B,  Ohapitre  VI,  cette  Section  embraeeant  les 
fonctione  et  pouvolrs  prlncipaux  du  Conseil  de  S^ouritrf. 
II  rappellt  que  le  Comltrf  III/l  a  anprouvrf  le  rapport 
du  Soue-Comitrf  III/l/A,  prrfsidrf  par  le  Raoporteur  du 
Comit#,  M.  Castro,  et  que  ce  rapport  recommande  de 
renvoyer  la  Section  B  dona  ea  totalitrf  It  ce  Comitrf.   Le 
Comltrf  de  Coordination,  d^clare-t-il,  a  apurouvrf  ce 
rapport  . 

Le  Comitrf  passe  alors  &  la  die  cue  si  on  de  la  Section 
B« 
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1.  Titre  du  Chapltre  VI.  Section  B 

a.  Amende  men  t  norv^Rien  (Doc.  2,  G-/7  (n)  (I)  p.  4): 
auesl  Doc.  560  (Anglsi'sT  III/I/16  £.1. 

Le  drfl^gurf  de  -la  Korv^ge  propose  ou'on  supprlme  le  moL 
"principeux"  dans  le  titre  afin  de  ee  conformer  aux  regies 
Idgales  aui  6  !at>pllauent  &  une  telle  definition,  de  rendre 
le  titre  compatible  avec  celul  du  Chapitre  V,  Section  B/et 
d'efvlter  I1  imprecision  inh^rente  ^  la  pr^sente  phrase.  Le 
d^l^guef  de  la  Frcnce  appuie  I1  amendement  norv^glen.  Le 
d^l^gu^  d'Austrrlle  fait  reinarquer  que  lfamendenent  eet 
une  ouestion  de  redaction  et  propose  aue  le  d^lrfgut^  de 
la  NorvSge  t>ermette  aue  sa  prot>ositlon  solt  renvoy^e  au 
Comlte  de  Coordination.  Le  D/l^fgu^  norv^glen  nccepte 
suggestion. 


DrfoiBlon:  II  est  d^cic.^r  sans  autre  dis- 
cussionf  de  soumettre  au  Comitcf  de  Coordi- 
nrtion  1  '.amendenu  nt  norv^glen  quj,  proioose 
de  suTTorimer  Id  mot 


2.  Paragraphs  1,  Section  B,  Cha-oitre  VI 

a.  Ajnendement  chilien.  (Doc,  2  G/7  (i_)  O.J3; 
aussl  Doc.  360-  (Anglaie)  III/1/16,  £.1. 

Le  d^l^gu^f  du  Chili  declare  ou'afln  d'acc^lerer  le 
d^bat,  11  re£i.re  son  amendement  tendant  a  rjouuer  la 
^hrase  lfcette  ^^sponsabllit^  incombeirp.lt  au  Conseil  tant 
que  I'Assenbl^e  he  sera  pas  en  session.11  II  fr.lt  reinarauer 
d'ailleurs  cue  cet  amendement,  ainsi  aue  d!autres  pro- 
DO  s^s  par  le  Chill,  sont  en  discussion  dans  d!autree 
Comlt^s. 

b.  Amendement  mexicain  (Doc.  2,  &/7  (.c)  (1)  £.  10 
quasi  'Doc.  560  (Anglais)  III/1/16J  £.2. 


Le  d£l^gu£  du  Mexloue  demande  que  I1  on  ajourne^l'examen 
de  la  r>crtie  de  I1  amendement  mexicain  aui  a  trait  &  I1  in- 
tervention de  I1  Assemble  a^ncfrale  dans  les  Questions  de  la 
competence  du  Conseil  de  S^curltef,  Jusau1^  ce  que  le  Comit^ 
II/2  ait  termini  son  examen  des  amendenents  proposes  au 
Chapltre  V,  Section  B.  II  demande  rfgalement  que  I1  on 
ajourne  I1  examen  de  la  premidre  partie  de  I1  amendement 
mexicain,  I1  addition  des  mots  "pour  une  D^riode  de  hult 
axis11,  Jusau'at  ce  aue  le  Sous-Comit^  IIlA/B  ait  t  ermine 
soi)  r  report  eur  la  oroc^dure  de  vote.  On  a  propos£  la 
prfriode  de  hult  ans  paroe  qu'on  a  pens^  que  durant  cette 
ptfrlode  I1  experience  qul  consiste  A  accorder  au  Conseil 
de  S^curit^  des  fonctions  trl-s  ^t  endues  se  sera  revel^ 

2169  -2- 


384 

oomme  un  suoc&s  ou  un  £chec.  Dependant,  11  juge  qu'on  pourrait 
obtenir  les  memes  r£dultats  par  un  changement  dans  la  procedure 
de  vote  ou  par  un  ar&endement  &  la  Charte,  et  dans  ce  cas,  11 
seral't  dlspos£  &  retirer  1 'amendement.  La  Bollvle  et  le  Br£sll 
appuient  la  proposition  d'ajourner  la  discussion  de  1 'amende- 
ment mexioaln. 

Decision;  Par  21  voix,  sans  opposition,  le. 
Comlt6  decide  cTTajourner  la  discus sfcm  cte 
I1 amendement  mexlcain. 

c.   Amendement  canadien  (Doc. 2,  G/l4  (t),  £.!2 
aussl  Doc73bO  '(Anglais')'  lTl/1/lb  pTl5 

Le  d£l6gu£  du  Canada  sugg&re  que  le  Comit6  'pourrait  disou- 
ter,  en  vue.de  1'ajouter  au  paragraphe  1,  1 'amendement  canadien 
qui  propose  d'ajouter  un  nouveau  paragrcpho  &  la  Section  D; 
aux  termes  de  cet  amendement,  le  Conoeil  do  Sdcurit£  soumettrait 
chaque  ann£e  et  quand  le  besoin  s'en  ferait  sentir,.des  rapports 
sp^ciaux  &,  1'examen  de  l'Assombl<5o  Gdndralo.  II  remarque  que 
cet  amendement  est  un  corollaire  au  pouvoir  qu'a  1'Assembloe 
G^ndrale  do  recevoir  des  rapports  du  Conscil  do  Sdcuritd  tel 
qu'll  ost  pr6vu  au  Chapltro  V,  Suction  B, • paragraphe  8.  On 
propose  en  consequence  que  lr obligation  correspondante  soit 
Impos^c  au  Consell  de  Scourltfi;  les  d(5l6gu6s  d'Australie  et 
de  Turquie  appuient  1 'amendement  canadien.  ,  Le  d^l^gu^  du 
Br^sil  attire  1 'attention  sur  lf amendement  brSsilien  au  Chapi- 
tre  V,  Section  B,  paragraphe  8,  actuellement  examine  par  un 
autre  comi*^  e*  fllui  propose  que  I1  Assemble  G^n^rale  discute 
les  rapports  du  Conseil  de  Securitd;  11  juge  que  1 'amendement 
canadien  pourrait  8,  juste  titre  employer  le  terme  "dlscuter". 
Le  D^l^gu^  canadien  estime  que  le  terme  "^tudier"  comprend 
la  discussion  et  propose  que  son  amendement  solt  acceptd  sans 
modification,  laissont  au  Comitd  de  Coordination  le  soin 
d'harmonlser  les  deux  textes  s'll  y  a  lieu. 

Decision;  L ' amendement  Canadian  est  aocept6 
pc.r  3^  ^6Ig;  QMts"  opposition; 

Ddolslon;  Le  paragraphe  1^  Scotlon  B,  ChApitre  VI, 
des  FroposiTTons  de  DamErartoir"QalC3,  Snend^  par 
TTaddltion  de  la  pHrase  propos^cTpar  le  d61egu^ 
cenadienT^'e^r  53Topto  par  40  voix  sans  opposition. 


Le  ddldgug  aexicain  annonce  qu'en  raison  d'une  proposi- 
tion mexlcalne  concernant  le  Chapltre  V,  Section  B,  paragra- 
phe 8,  actuellement  soumise  &  un  autre  ComitS,  .11  reserve 
tous  ses  drolts  de  proposer  un  nouvel  examen.de  lf amendement 
mexloaln  quand  le  rapport  de  ce  coralt£  aura  dt6  recu;  et  11 
demande  que  ses  remarques  solent  inscrites  au  proces-verbal. . 
Le  President  donne  son  as sentiment. 
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3.  Paragraphe  2,  Section  B,  Chapitre  VI. 

Amendement  norvfelen  (Poo.  ZL  0/7  (n)  (I) 
(AnglaisT7  -"*---  ~ 


eussi  Poo,  360  CAnglaisT7  III/1/16  £.4. 

Le  d^lefgu^  de  la  NorvSge  fait  reraarauer  aue  I'amende- 
rnent  norv^gien,  visant  &  eijouter  une  clause  finale  aux 
"dispositions  de  la  Charte  et  en  tenant  coinpte  au  fait 
qu'aucune  solution  ne  devrrdt  etre  inipos^e  &  un  Etat,  cui 
solt  de  nature  3  diininuer  sa  confiance  en  sa  s^curite  ou 
en  sa  orosprfrit^  future"  a  rftrf  propos^  en  vue  d'^tablir 
des  regies  de  conduite  pour  le  Conseil  de  srfpurlt^,  Le 
Conseil  de  S^curit^  a  £t£  invest!  de  pouvoirs  ^normes  et 
les  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  ont  flx^  peu  de  liinites 
&  leur  exercice.  Les  chapitres  sur  les  Buts  et  les  Principes 
ne  contiennent  Das  de  telles  regies,  ^  I1  exception  du 
principe  de  l!^galit£  souveralne  des  Etate.  II  estine 
aufon  devrait  formuler  une  r^gle  fondaaentale  de  conduite 
qul  serviralt  de  frein  au  Conseil  de  S^curit^  et  de 
garantie  centre  la  pratiaue  par  celul-ci  d!une  "politlaue 
de  compensation11.   Quels  nue  eoient  les  sacrifices  que 
le  Conseil  de  S^curit^  pourrait  exiger  dfune  nation,  Us 
ne  devraient  pas  etre  de  nature  A  dlninuer  la  confiance  de 
cette  nation  dans  eon  avenir. 

Le  d^lrfgu^  de  la  Tchrfcoslovaauie  expliaue  aue  le. 
proposition  de  son  gouverneinent,  &  laquelle  le  d^l^gurf 
norv^gien  a  f:-it  allusion,  a  le  caractSre  d'une  observation. 
Puiscu'elle  a  trait  au  probl£me  plus  vaste  du  respect 
pour  1'lntefgrltrf  territoriale,  actuellement  soumis  ^ 
I'examen  du  Comit^  I/I,  11  ne  desire  pas  aue  cette  pro- 
position soit  exaainrfe  lei. 


Le  represent  ant  du  Royaume-Unl  a'onpose  ^.  I'amende- 
raent  norv^gien;  11  fait  reaarquer  que  son  but  est  d^J& 
atteint  par  -les  principes  amendrfs  du  Chapitre  I,  qui 
stipulent  aue  I1  Organisation  dolt  "rrfallser  par  des  inoyens 
pacifiaues  et  en  tenant  coinpte  des  principes  de  la  Justice 
et  du  drolt  international.  I'ajusteaent  ou  le  regltaentt  .  .  "etc. 
A  eon  avis,  1  '  amendement  norvd'gien  ne  fournit  pas  un  moyen 
desirable  de  rSgler  la  question;  11  estime  en  effet  In- 
opportun  de  llmiter  I1  action  du  Conseil,  alnsi  oti^n  le 
propose  en  fait,  lorsnue  celul-cl  agit  contre  une  nation 
vlolant  le  droit. 


En  rdponse  A  cette  obswation,  le  d£L^gu£  de  la  NorvSge 
declare  aue  I1  amendement,  bien  aue  sa  redaction  puisse  etre 
am^llorrfe,  ne  vise  pas  les  agreeseurs  de  la  pr^sente  guerre, 
niais  ceux  d'une  future  guerre.  Les  nembres  de  I1  Organisation 
devraient  avoir  une  assurance  auelconoue,  non  seulement  de 
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leur  Independence  et  de  leur  int^gritrf  territorials,  maie 
ausei  de  possibllitrfs  d1 existence  oomme  entitrf  politlque. 
La  citation  extralte  par  I'orateur  prrfcrfdent  du  Chapltre 
des  "Principe e "  ne  contlent  pas  de  rdgle  de  conduit e  pour 
le  Conseil  de  Sdcuritrf,  aul  a  rftrf  dote  de  pouvolre  consi- 
d Arables.  II  n'y  a  pae  de  problfeme  concernant  le  reglement 
prclfioue  des  confllts  par  le  Conseil,  11  nfen  exlste  cue 
pour  eon  action  coercltive,  lorequ1!!  applique  dee  sanctions. 
Le  drflrfgurf  norvrfgien  estlme  que  la  vrale  place  des  regies 
r^gissant  le  Oonseil  de  Brfcurit^  n'est  pas  au  Chapitre  I. 
II  se  demands  enfln  si  le  mot  "Justice11  a  rrfellement  rftrf 
Introduit  dans  le  texte  du  Chapitre  I  de  la  Charte. 

Le  Ddl^gu^  des  Etats-Unis  est  rfgalement  d'avis  que 
la  Section  B  du  Chapltre  VI  nfest  pae  la  place  qui  convient 
&  l!amendeiaent  norv^glen.  II  declare  cue  le  Comitrf  s'oc- 
cupant  des  prlncipes  et  des  buts  a  ajoutrf  des  phrases  telles 
que  "tenlr  coiapte  des  principe's  de  la  Justice  et  du  droit 
international11,  "le  respect  du  orinclpe  de  I'^galltrf  des 
droits  et  du  drolt  des  peuplee  3,  disposer  d'eux-mSmes11,  lfle 
d^veloppement  du  respect  des  droits  de  l!humanitrf  et  des 
llbert^s  fondamentales  pour  tous,  sans  distinction  de  race, 
de  langue,  de  religion  et  de  eexe....'1  A  son  avis,  cee 
princlpes  constituent  les^rSfeles  de  condulte  les  plus  rflev^ee. 
En  outre,  la  Charte  doit  etre  envisagrfe  dans  son  ensemble  et, 
si  le  Conseil  de  Srfcuritrf  viole  see  prlncipes  et  jees  buts,  11 
ffeira  ultra  vires .  II  fait  remarquer  finalement  oue  la  phrase 
de  I'amendement  norvdjgien  "diminuer  la  c^nf lance  d'une  nation 
en  sa  srfcuritrf  ou  en  sa  prosprfrit^  futures11  ne  peut  etre 
Ins^r^e  perce  que  le  Conseil  de  Srfcuritrf  ne  peut  pae  fonder 
son  attitude  uniquement  eur  la  population  des  pays  int^ressrfs. 

Le  ddl^gurf  australlen  estlme  que  I'amendement  de 
la  NorvSge  est  Important.  II  admet,  en  outre,  que  cet 
amendeiaent  devralt  etre  placrf  dans  1'autre  partie  de  la 
Charte  &  laquelle  lf Australia  ay ait  propose  un  amendement 
d'a^rfes  lequel  toutes  lee  nations  devralent  s'abstenir  de 
la  menace  ou  du  recours  .&  la  force  entre  ellee.  Cette  id^e, 
de  me me  que  le  drfsir  du  gouvernment  tchrfcoslovaaue  de  garantlr 
lj[lndrfpendance  et  I'intdg^it^  terrltorlale,  souldvent  la 
me me  question  fondamentale  que  I1 amendement  norvrfgien  male 
appartiennent  &  une  section  antrfrleure  de  la  Charte.  Le 
Del^gurf  de  la  Qrdce  est  du  meme* avis  et  declare  que  I1 amende- 
ment norv^gien  serait  d'uhe  application  difficile. 

Le  represent ant  du  Mexlque  demande  au  ddlrfgurf  des 
Etats-Unie  e'il  acoepte  que  I1 on  introduiee  une  allusion 
&  la  Justice  et  au  drolt  International  immediate men t  aprds 
la  phrase  "malntenlr  la  palx  et  la  erfcurit^  Internationales,11 
au  paragraphe  1  du  Ohapltre  I.  'II  souldve  oette  question 
parce  que  le  Mexlque  a  proposrf  un  amendement  analogue. 
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Le  drflrfgurf  de  la  Rcfpublioue  Sovi^tlnue  Soclaliste 

d  'Ukraine  declare  qu'en  ea  quallt^  de  President  du  Comitrf 
I/I,   11  est  en  meaure  d'indiquer  aue  la  ^hrase  concernant 
la  Justice  et  le  drolt  International  a  rftrf  eccept^e  par  oe 
Comitrf.     II  penee  done  aue  le  but  de  lf  amendement  norvtfgieri 
est  drfj&  atteint,   car  les  princlpes  et  lee  buts  mentionnrfe 
au  commencement  de  la  Charte  s'appllouent  non  eeulem^nt 
FUX  Etate-membres  de  I1  Organisation  mais  aussl  au  Conseil 
de  Stfcurltrf  et  qu'il  nfy  a  aucun  int^ret  &  les  r^p^ter. 
Le  drfl^gurf  des  JStats-Unis,   r^pondant  au  represent  ant  du 
Mexioue,   estiine  cue  cette  dernlSre  declaration  tranche  la 
question. 


Le  President,   estimant  que  I1  amendement  a  4%£  suf- 
fisacunent  dlscut^   met  la  que  scion  aux  volx. 


2/J518A9I3L*   LtArnenQement  norv^len  au  £ara- 
gjraghe  1  d.e  la  Section  B  clu  Chapltre  VI  est  . 
rejet^  par  dTx  voix  contre  uiie. 

Decision:     Le  paragraphs  1  de.  la  Section  B 
au  dbafil'tre  "71  "Tee  yroposltfons  dje  "  Dumbarton 
Oaks  est  adopt  €  -oar  26  volx  §ans  °PEoel,tlon. 

Paragra:3he  3,   de  la  Section  B  du  Chapltre  VI 


Aucun  amendement  n'a  rft^  propos^  pour  ce  paragraphe  et 
11  n'y  a  pas  eu  de  discussion. 

Decision;     Le  orragraphe  3_  de  la  Section  B 
du  Qhapltre  VI  'dee  ^'ropoeltibns  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  est  ado£trf  prr  30  volx  sans  opposition. 

5.     Paragraphe  4  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VI 

a.   Amendoinents  du  Liberia  et  du  Mexlaue     (Doc*   360 
C  Anglais)   IIl7l/16.  p 


En  ralson  de  la  similitude  des  amendemente  du  Liberia 
et  du  Mexlque.   le  President  pro'pose,   s»ll  n!y  a  pas  d1  ob- 
jection, de  n  'examiner  que  1'  amendement  mexicaln.     Le 
d^l^gu^  du  Liberia  accent  e.     Le  rdpr^eentant  du  Mexlque 
fait  remarquer  que  eon  amendament  (Doc.   2  G/7  (c)   (1), 
p.   10)  vise  le  drolt  d'appel  ft  I'Aeeembl^e  avee  lea 
reserves  prrfvues  par  un  amendament  eu  paragraphe  1  de  la 
Section  B  du  Chap  It  re  V.     II  propose  en  consequence  de  ne 
pae  engager  la  discussion  da  oat  amendement  avont  que  lee 
travaux  du  Coniitrf  a  'occupant  de  I'Assemblrfe  solent  termlnefa. 
Le  Comitrf  accept  a  cette  suggestion. 


2189  -6~ 


388 

b.  Amendement  beige 

Le  ddldgud*  beige  estime  que  la  oonf lance  dans  I'exercice 
dee  pouvolrs  du  Cone633.eerait  renforctfe  el  I1 on  Indlqualt 
clairenent  au  paragraphe  4  cme  le  Ooneeil  prend  des  mesuree 
en  vertu  du  Chapitre  VIII.  II  propose  en  consequence  un 
amendement  tendant  A  ajouter  apr£e  les  mots  "decisions  du 
Consell  de  S^curlt^11  les  mots  "prises  conform^ment  au 
Cnapitre  VIII11.   II  est  d'avls  que  cette  addition  attelndrait 
le  but.de  plusieure  des  amendements  proposes  et  indlqueralt 
d!une  fapon  plus  nette  les  obligations  que  les  membree  ont 
&  assumer. 

Plusieurs  d^l^gurfs  a-opulent  cet  araendement. 

Le  reprrfsentant  du  Royaume-Unl  fait  observer  aue 
1 ' amendement  beige  rui  p^rait  trls  simple  est  en  rdfalite  un 
amendement  de  fond  d'une  tr£s  grande  importance.   Le  Consell 
a  dfautres  fonctions  oue  celles  aul  sont  prdvues  au  Chapitre 
VIII  et  les  repercussions  de  1 f  aiaendement  beige  exigent  une 
etude  approfondie.   II  demande  si,  au^polnt  de  vue  de  la 
procedure,  la  proposition  beige  peut  etre  examinee  par  le 
Comite  avant  d1  avoir  pass^  par  les  rouages  r>r^vus  pour  la 
presentation  de  nouveaux  cuaendenents  &  la  Conference. 

Le  President  est  ^galement  d!avis  aue  1 ' amendement 
beige  devrait  etrt  lor^sente  sulvant  la  procedure  appropri^e 
et  propose  de  mettre  aux  volx  le  texte  du  paragraphs  4  des 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks. 

Le  d^lrfgutf  canadlen  fait  cer>endant  remarauer  aue  le 
sens  de  ce  texte  n'est  pas  tout  S.  fait  clair;  11  deslrerait 
que  lfun  des  gouvernements  invitants  indioue  si,  en  vertu 
de  ce  paragraphe,  le  Consell  de  S^curite  pourra  ou  non 
demander  cl  un  membre  d1 engager  une  action  mllltalre  qui  n'est 
pas  pr^vue  dans  le  ou  les  accords  ep^claux  auquels  ce  membre 
sera  pcjrtie  en  vertu  du  ^aragraphe  5  de  la  Section  B,  du 
Chapitre  VIII. 

Le  d<£L<f?utf  des^Etats-Unls  iasiste  &  nouveaa  eur  le  fait 
que  la  Charte  dolt  etre  Interpret^  dans  son  ensemble  et 
qu'aucun  paragraphe  ne  peut  etre  leoie  du  reste  du  document. 
II  y  a  des  dispositions  sp^ciales  qul  d ^pas serai en t  les 
dispositions  gen^rales  et  la  rrfpone^  &  la  question  posrfe 
eet  un  non  cat£gorique. 

L1 Opinion  du  Comlttf  eat  dlvierfe  cuant  &  I1 opportunity 
de  procdder  main ten ant  a  un  vote  sur  le  paragraphe  4;  et  une 
proposition  de  lever  la  stance  est  adoptee  par  20  volx  contre 
3. 

La  stance  eet  levrfe  &  23  h. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organisation  ni/i^i?  f?)GLISH) 

May  26, 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDA  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  THIRTEENTH  MEETING  OF 
TOMMITTEE  ttl/ 1t  Hay  23,  1945 

Doc.  555  (English),  III/1/27 

* 

(1)  Page  3,  delete  line  1  arid  substitute  the  following: 

"that  period  the  experiment  of  conferring  such 

extensive  powers" 

(At  request  of  Delegate  of  Mexico) 

(2)  Page  3  under  item  2c,  line  13,  correct  "Chapter  B" 
to  "Chapter  V" . 

(3)  Page  3>  delete  last  paragraph  and  substitute  the 
following: 

"The  Delegate  of  Mexico  stated  that  in  view  of  a 
Mexican  proposed  amendment  to  paragraph  1,  Section 
B,  Chapter  V,  whjch  was  before  another  Committee, 
he  would  reserve  full  rights  to  propose  a  recon- 
sideration of  the  Canadian  amendment  (juot  as  he 
hart  done  before,  and  on  the  grounds  already  ex- 
plained by  himself  concerning  the  reconsideration 
of  Lhc  original  text  of  paragraph  1,  Section  B, 
Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals)  when 
the  report  of  that  Committee  was  received. 
(At  request  of  Delegate  of  Mexico) 

Page  6,  under  item  3  the  two  decisions  should  refer  to 
paragraph  2,  Section  B,  rather  than  paragraph  1  as  now 
stated. 

(5)  Page  6,  under  item  5a,  line  3,  delete:  "only  the 

Mexican  amendment  would  be  considered",  and  substitute 
the  fo'Ujwiag:  "the  Llbcrlan  and  Mexican  amendments 
would  be  merged  and  considered  together  as  one  amend- 
ment" . 
(At  request  of  Delegate  of  Liberia) 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organisation  111/1/2?  (i) 

May  26,    1945 

COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

Coralte  1       Organisation  et  Procedure 


CORRIGENDA  £tJ  PROCE3  VERBAL  RESUME  DE  L£  TREIZIEME  SEANCE 
DU  COMITE  III/l.  23  mai-1945' 
Poo.  555  (French),  III/1/27 

(1)  Page  2,  numero  2.  b. 

Supprimer  lee  deux  dernieres  llgnes  et  lee  remplacer  par 
le  texte  euivant: 

"periode  Inexperience  qul  consiste  a  accorder  au  Conseil 
de  S^curite  dee  pouvoirs  ei  etendus" 
(A  la  deraande  du  Delegue  du  Mexique.) 

(2)  Page  3 

Supprimer  le  dernier  paragraphe  et  aubetituer  le  texte 
suivant: 

"Le  Delegue  du  Mexique  declare  qu'en  raison  d'un  pro  Jet 
d1  amendement  mexioain  au  paragraphs^  1  de  la  section  & 
du  Chapitre  V,  actuellpmrnt  eoumie  a  un  autre  Coralte,  il 
BC  reserve  plelnement  le  droit,  quand  le  rqpport  de  ce 
Comite  aura  ete  repu,  de  proposer  un  nouyel  exnmen  de 
I1  amendement  oanadien.  v(comme  il  lfa  d6ja  fait  et  pour 
les  raisons  qu'il  a  deja  exposeee  au  eujet  d(un  nouvel 
examen  du  texte  original  du  paragraphe  1  de  la  section 
B  du  Chapitre  VI,  dee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks). 
(A  la  demande  du  Delegue  du  Mexique*) 

(3)  Page  6,  numero  3* 

Lee  deux  decisions  visent  le  paragrophe  2  de  la  section 
B,  et  non  le  parographe  1  comrae  indique. 

(4)  Page  6,  numero  5.  a. 

A  la  3e  ligne,  supprimpr  les  mots:   Hdf>  nf  examiner  qun 
I1  amendement  mexic*iinH,et  les  rempl^cer  par:   wde  fondre 
les  amendement  B  du  Liberia  et  du  Mexique  en  un  seul  qui 
serait  examine  qomme  tel,11 
(A  la  .demande  du  Delegu£  du  Liberia.  ) 

2468 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 
on  International  Organisation 


COMMISSION  III       Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

PROPOSAL  OF  DELEGATE  OF  BELGIUM  nEFEfliffiD  TO  QOMHITTEX  III/l 
MAY  2£,  19^5  BY  EXECUTIVE  COMIITTEE 

"Insert  In  .Jarasraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oal:s  Proposals  after  the  words  decisions  of  the  Security 
Countll1  the  vords  :  ftalcen  under  Chapter  VIII.1" 


D'AinaiDBIlBHT  DU  DELEQUE  WE  BB 


REMVOYS  AU  COtJTE  III/l  25  IIAI  19^5  PAH  OOIIITE  EXECUTIP 

"Insurer  au  paragraphe  4  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapltrc  VI  du 
pro  jet  do  Dumbarton  Dales,  apr&s  Ics  mots  f  decisions  du  Consoll 
de  Sdcurlt6f  les  mots  'prises  en  vertu  du  Chapltrc  VIII.  |ft 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  «? RI^E?ENO 

r  .          .     _.          •'.        .  DOC.    BO  I    Vc<m*. . 

on  International  Organization  m/i/28 

May  85,    1945 

COMMISSION  HI        Security  Coundl 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedure 


AOENDA  FOR  FOURTEENTH  MEETINQ  OF  COMMITTEE  III /I 
May  25,  1946.  10; 50  a.n. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Continuation  of  consideration  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI, 
of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  and  of  the  amendments 
thereto  proposed  by  the  various  governments 

(3)  Other  business 


ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  IA  QITATORZIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
le  25  raai  1945  a  10  h.30 

(1)  Expose  fles  que^tlonfl  traltees  a  la  seance  preoeriente 

(2)  Continuation  de  1'examen  de  la  Section  B,  Chapltre  VI 
(les  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  den  amendements 
a  oette  Section  proposes  par  leo  ^ivern  gouvernements 

-(3)  Autres  questions 
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in/l/30 
May  26,   1945 

COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  FOURTEENTH  MEETING  £F  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223 »  May  25»  1945*  10t40  a.m. 

The  fourteenth  meeting  of  the  Committee  was  opened  by 
the  Chairman  at  10:40  a.m. 

The  Chairman  summarized  the  action  of  the  Committee 
at  the  thirteenth  meeting.  He  pointed  out  that  the  Canadian 
amendment  to  add  a  sentence  to  paragraph  1  of  Section  B, 
providing  that  the  Council  should  submit  annual  and,  when 
necessary,  special  reports  to  the  General  Assembly,  had 
been  passed;  and  that  the  paragraph  as  amended,  and  also 
paragraphs  2  and  3  of  the  original  text,  had  been  approved. 
He  reminded  the  Committee  that  the  Mexican  Delegate  re- 
served the  right  to  bring  his  amendment  to  paragraph  1  up 
for  discussion  at  a  lator  time.   The  Liberlan  and  Mexican 
Delegates  called  attention  to  two  errors  in  the  Summary 
Report  of  the  Thirteenth  Meeting.   The  Chairman  took  note 
of  these  and  requested  that  corrigenda  be  issued. 

1.   Paragraph  jf,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI 

The  Chairman  announced  that  the  Belgian  amendment  to 
paragraph  4,  moved  at  the  previous  meeting,  had  been  ap- 
proved for  presentation  to  the  Committee  by  the  Executive 
Commit toe.  He  then  recognized  the  Belgian  Delegate. 

The  Delegate  of  Belgium  remarked  that  his  amendment 
to  add  in  paragraph  4,  uftor  tho  words  "Security  Council", 
the  words   taken  under  Chapter  VIII11  was  intended  only 
to  clarify  the  text.  Ho  had  no  intention  of  introducing 
a  substantive  modification  of  the  text.  With  reference 
to  tho  statement  at  the  previous  meeting  by  the  Represen- 
tative of  the  Unltod  Kingdom,  the  Delegate  of  Belgium  was 
fully  aware  that  the  Council  had  other  duties  In  addition 
to  those  stipulated  In  Chapter  VIII.  Since  paragraph  3 
referred  clearly  to  specific  powers  laid  down  In  Chapter 
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VIII,  It  might  be  assumed  that  paragraph  4  referred  to 
these  same  powers.  Should  this  not  be  the  case,  the  non- 
members  of  the  Organization  and  the  non-permanent  members 
of  the  Council  would  be  giving  the  Security  Council  a 
blank  check.  Therefore,  it  scorned  desirable  that  para- 
graph 4  should  clearly  state,  beyond  the  possibility  of 
doubt,  that  the  obligations  to  accept  the  decisions  of 
the  Security  Council  referred  solely  to  its  powers  under 
Chapter  VIII. 

The  Representative  of  the  United  Kingdom  reiterated 
the  view  that  It  might  be  dangerous  so  to  limit  the 
Security  Council.  He  suggested  that  the  phrase,  "in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Charter,11  sufficiont- 
"  ly  met  the  p.olnt  raised  by  the  Belgian  Delegate.  He 
pointed  out  that  paragraph  1  of  Chapter  XII  concerning 
transitional  arrangements  provided  that  the  states  parties 
to  the  Moscow  Declaration  should  consult  with  one  another 
and,  as  occasion  arose,  with  other  members  of  the  Organi- 
zation, with  a  view  to  such  joint  action  on  bohalf  of  the 
Organization  as  might  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  international  peace  and  security.  This  implied 
action  by  the  Security  Council  oven  though  it  was  not 
specifically  mentioned.   If  the  application  of  paragraph  4 
were  to  be  limited,  perhaps  both  Chapter  XII  and  Chnptor 
VIII  ought  to  be  specified.  He  had  no  objection  to  the 
Belgian  amendment  provided  it  was  certain  that  no  decisions 
relating  to  other  ports  of  the  Charter  would  thereby  be 
excluded. 

The  Delegate  of  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics 
stated  that  the  Security  Council  was  to  be  a  permanently 
acting  body  of  the  International  Organization  according 
to  paragraph  1  of  Section  B,  but  that  if  the  Belgian  amend- 
ment were  accepted  the  Council  would  be  restricted  to  the 
functions  and  powers  under  Chapter  VIII.  Paragraph  4  did 
not  give  unlimited  powers  to  the  Security  Council.  There- 
fore, there  could  bo  no  fear  that  the  Council  would  take 
action  incompatible  with  the  purposes  of  the  Organization. 
For  that  reason  the  Belgian  amendment  was  unnecessary  and 
unacceptable. 

The  Belgian  Delegate  concluded  that  the  choice  before 
the  Committee  lay  between  his  amendment,  which  would  obli- 
gate members  merely  to  obey  Council  decisions  taken  under 
Chapter  VIII,  or  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  text,  which  would 
obligate  members  to  carry  out  all  decisions  of  the  Council. 
The  Roprosentative  of  the  United  Kingdom  indicated  that  ho 
could  not  accept  this  interpretation  because  he  assorted 
that  the  limiting  phrase  "in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
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of  the  Charter11  referred  te  all  decisions  of  the  Council. 

The  Representative  of  Canada  stated  that  since  para- 
graph 4  immediately  followed  paragraph  3*  in  which  it  was 
stated  thet  the  specific  powers  conferred  oil  the  Security 
Council  were  laid  down  in  Chapter  VIII,  paragraph  4  should 
be  interpreted  aluo  as  referring  exclusively  to  Chapter 
VIII.  Hw  proposed,  therefore,  that  the  following  clause 
bo  added  to  paragraph  4:   "and  to  carry  them  out  in  accord- 
ance with  the  specific  obligations  they  have  assumed  under 
tlie  Charter."  The  Australian  Representative  suggested 
that  tho  language  of  paragraph  4  waa  unsatisfactory.  It 
was  not  clear  whether  the  phrase,  "in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Charter,  referred  only  to  tho  obliga- 
tion to  carry  out  the  Council's  decisions  or  referred  to 
the  decisions  as  well. 

Tho  Chairman  ruled  that  the  Canadian  and  Australian 
suggestions  ohould  be  submitted  to  tho  Coordination  Com- 
mittee as  a  drafting  problem.  Ho  then  clooed  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Belgian  amendment  end  put  it  to  a  vote. 

Decision:  The  Belgian  QBKmdment,  Jto  In- 
sert af  Lor  tho  yorcU,         ^ 


lection 


B,  Chapter  VI, 


in  paragraph  £,  ...     ...    ^^.^  ^ 

the  we  r  d  u  "  token  under  Cnaptor  VITI  ,  was 
rejected  because,  whilo  it  received  a 
f  qvorSEIo  vote  ofPf  to  Tjj,  It  lacTcoH  the 
Two-tHirds  majority. 


Decision:  Paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter 
Vl,  olTThe  ISumbarton  'Ooka'^Froposals,  was 
appro  vo?"T)jr'  a  vote  ofTT^to  0. 

2.  Paragraph  ^,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI 

The  Delegate  of  Uruguay,  in  explaining  his  amendment 
to  add,  after  "regulation  of  armaments",  the  clause  tho 
product  ion  of  which  ahall  bo  reserved  exclusively  to  " 

fpvornngits"  ,  assorted  thatfTho  objective  was  to  remove 
ho  pocafBility  of  endangering  the  poaco  through  tho  pri- 
vate manufacture  of  armaments.   (See  Doc.  2,  G/7  (a)  (1)* 
p.  14.)  Since  the  Uruguayan  amendment  was  not  seconded, 
it  was  not  put  to  a  vote. 

Decision:  Paragraph  5,  Soction  B,  Chapter 
VI,  of  fho  Dumbarton  Uaks  Proposals,  was 
^   a  vote  of"TT"t  0. 
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3 •  Proposed  additional  paragraphs,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI 

Since  the  amendments  of  Chile  and  Ecuador  had  "been 
withdrawn,  the  Chairman  invited  discussion  of  the  Norwegian 
amendment  to  empower  the  Security  Council  to  enforce,  by 
appropriate  means,  the  execution  of  any  final  decision 
In  a  dispute  between  states,  d«ftlvered  either  by  the 
Permanent  Court  of  International  Justice  or  by  any  other 
tribunal  whose  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  had  beun  recog- 
nized by  the  states  parties  to  the  dispute.   (Soe  Doc.  2, 
G/7  (n)  (1),  pp.  4-50 

In  discussing  his  amendment,  the  Norwegian  Delegate 
raised  two  points:  He  believed  it  useful  because  in  the 
future  there-  would  be  an  increasing  number  of  such  deci- 
sions, and,  therefore,  it  would  be  Increasingly  important 
to  have  the  assurance  that  they  would  be  carried  out.   In 
the  second  place,  although  it  could  not  be  argued  that 
every  failure  to  carry  oufc  *  Oourt  decision  would  threaten 
the  peace,  it  was  iinpofrtattl  In  the  dovcl9pment  of  inter- 
national relations  to  prevent  aai  accumulation  of  individual 
instances  of  non- execution.  Moreover,  the  time  had  come 
when  no  pover,  groat  or  stacill,  should  reserve  to  itself 
the  right  to  execute  judgments  of  cm  international  tribunal. 
To  allow  It  to  do  so  would  leave  a  dangerous  gap  in  the 
peace  structure.  He  concluded  by  pointing  out  that  the 
Norwegian  amendment  did  not  require  the  Council  to  enforce 
Court  decisions  but  only  empowered  it  to  do  so;   this 
power  should  bo  expressly  stated  as  a  reminder  that  the 
world  might  look  to  the  Security  Council,  if  necessary, 
for  the  execution  of  Court  judgments. 

The  Delegate  of  Turkey  seconded  the  Norwegian  amend- 
ment. 

The  Representative  of  the  United  States  pointed  out 
that  the  Norwegian  amendment  in  effect  proposed  an 
enlargement  of  the  Council's  powers  which  had  already 
been  criticized  as  being  too  wide.  The  whole  theory 
underlying  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  had  been  that 
the  Security  Council  should  have  those  powers  necessary 
for  meeting  throats  to  the  p'oaco  or  suppressing  them. 
It  seemed  unwise,  therefore,  to  give  additional  powers 
to  the  Council  and  the  United  States  could  not  support 
the  Norwegian  amendment. 

The  Australian  Representative  informed  tho  Committeo 
that  Australia  had  proposed  an  amendment  to  Chapter  VII 
providing  that  all  members  of  tho  United  Nations  Organi- 
zation should  undertake  to  comply  with  all  the  decisions 
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of  the  International  Court  of  Justice.  Although  this  did 
not  go  as  far  as  the  Norwegian  emendmont,  it  would  serve 
the  same  purpose  by  mobilizing  public  opinion  against  any 
state  which,  having  agreed  to  comply  with  Court  decisions, 
thereafter  refused  to  do  so.  The  Norwegian  Delegate 
believed,  however,  that  this  provision  did  not  go  far 
enough  and  reminded  the  Committee  that  it  was  not  the 
width  of  powor  granted  to  the  Council  which  aroused 
criticism  l?ut  its  arbitrary  character  which  caused  alarm. 

The  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  felt  that  it  was  not  wise 
to  Increase-  the  power  of  the  Council  explicitly  as  proposed 
by  the  Norwegian  amendment,  because  it  would  be  better  to 
let  the  Security  Council  iM.rst  use  persuasive  means  to 
bring  about  observance  of  Court  judgments.  Then,  if  non- 
compliance  with  a  Court  decision  made  hostilities  imminent, 
the  Security  Council  would  have  tho  :,ower  to  Intervene 
under  the  provisions  of  Chapter  VIII. 

The  Representative  of  China,  seconded  by  the  Represen- 
tative of  Prance,  moved  that  the  cjmonclmont  be  referred  to 
Committee  HI/3.  Several  delegations,  however,  believed 
that  n  vote  should  bo  token  upon  the  Norwegian  amendment 
by  this  Conimittee. 

Decision:   The  motion  to  refer  the 
Norwegian  amendment  to^ommiLtee  1  1  1/3 
was  rejected  by  a  vote  oj?  15  to~7". 

Decision:  The  Norwegian  amendment,  to 
add  ja  paragraph  b  to  Section  B,  Chap>TTer 
VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals, 
was  rejected  by  a  vote  of  13  to  tfT" 


Decision:   It  was  agreed  that  the 
iTbrwcgfon  omundmentj  to  add  «*i  paragraph 
Y  to  Section  B,  Chapter  VT7  providing 
thq-E  "the  ISucurityiTc'.incl.T'should  perform 
such  functions  in  relation  to  trie 
election  of  judges  or  the  'rormonent 
"Court  6T  TntcTnatlenrJTTrus'tT'ce  as  might 
b°  conferred  upon  ft  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (  n  ) 
TT)j  PP.  4-5)  j  should  be  left  to  Coin- 
mitteo  IV/1  where  £  similqr  provision 
would  be  voted  UPQJI  shortly. 

t 
'(  .  Subcommittee  III/l/B 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  States,  explaining  briefly 
that  a  questionnaire  resulting  from  action  taken  in 
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Subcommittee  III/l/B  was  now  under  consideration  by  the 
four  sponsoring  governments,  expressed  the  hope  that  a 
report  would  soon  bo  forthcoming.  At  the  request  of 
Canada,  it  was  agreed  that  all  members  of  Committee  I I I/I 
should  ruculve  copies  of  the  questionnaire* .  It  was 
further  agreed  that  the  Committee  would  not  meet  tomorrow 
(Saturday;  since  Subcommittee  B  was  not  yet  ready  to  re- 
port. 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  1  p.m. 
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RESTRICTED 

The  United  Nations  Conference  Doc.  597  (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  Sy  26?°1945. 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Qomite  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 


PROC£3  VERBAL  30MMAIRE  DE  L£  ^ATOBZIJMS  SEANfiE  DU  COMITE_III/1 
lesua  flu  £ele£QAB  Building,,  fiail.fi  £25,  Is,  S6  nal  1945  . 

Le  President  ouvre  la  quatorzlfeme  seance  du 
&  lOh.40. 

Le  President  re  sura  e  le  travail  accompli  par  le  Conlte 
au  cours  de  la  trelzlfemg.  seance.  Le  Conlte  *  approuv£  lfanen- 
dement  oonadlen,  qul  proposal  t  dfajouter  une  phrase  au  para- 
graphe  1  de  la  Section  B,  pour  prdvolr  que  le  Gonsell  devralt 
souuettre  &  1  'Assembles  0>en£rale  des  compte-rendus  annuels 
et,  lorsqu'll  le  Ju^e  neceeealre,  dTes  compte-rendue  speclaux; 
le  paragraphe  amende  ,  alnsl  que  lee  para^raphes  2  et  3  du 
texte  original  ont  egalement  6t6  approuvls^  Le  President 
rappelle  que  le  D^l^gue  mexlcaln  s'est  ^reserve  le  drolt  de 
reprendre,  it  une  seance  ulterlexire,  I1  etude  de  son  ainendement 
au  porographe  1.  Les  D^lS^u^s  llberlens  et  mexlcalns  attlrent 
I1  attention  sur  deux  erreurs  figurant  au  Proems-Verbal  Bommalre 
de  la  Trelzl^me  Seance.  Le  President  en  prend  note  et  demonde 
qu'elles  solent  rectlfl^es* 

It  £a£Bgr£pbe  i,  flection  fi,  fihapitre_Yl 

Le  President  declare  que  1  '  amenderoent  beige  au 
paragraghe  4,  adopte  au  oours  des  seances  anterleures*  a^ete 
approuve  st  qu'll  sera  souols  au  Comlte  par  le  Comlte  Ex  e  cut  if* 
II  donne  ensulte  la  parole  au  deleguS  beige  • 

Le  Del^gue  de  Belglque  fait  remarquer  que  son  omen- 
dement,  qul  consists  &  aJouter  au  paragraphe  4,  aprfes  lea 
mots  "Cons  ell  de  S£curlten  lee  mots  "exposes  au  Chapltre  VIII11 
n'avalt  pas  d!autre  but  que  de  rendre  plus  olalr  le  texte, 
de  oe  ohapltre,  et  Introduire  une  modification  de  fond*  Se 
r£f6rant  au  rapport  soumls  &  la  stance  precedent  e  par  le  Re- 
presentant  du  Royaume-Uni,  11  declare  qu'll  se  rend  parfal- 
teoent  oompte  de  oe  fal^  que  le  Oonsell  a  d'autres  t&ches 
&  rempllr  outre  celloe  que  lul  aesigne  le  Chapltre  VIII, 
Pulsque  le  paragraphs  3  porte  olalr  ement  sur  lee  pquvoire 
spiolflques  ^numeres  au  Chapltre  VIII,  on  pourralt  supposer 
que  le  paragraphs  4  porte  sur  ce*  m  ernes  pouvolrs,  B'll  nfen 
etalt  pas  alnsl,  oela  signlfleralt  que  lee  non-membres  de 
I1  Organisation  et  lee  membres  non^permanents  du  Consell  don- 
neralent  carte-blanohe  au  Consell  de  Securlte^  Par  consequent, 
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11  semblo  opportun  que  le  paragraphe  4  etabliese  nettement, 
sans  nuJle  poeslbilite  de  doute,  que  I1  obligation  d1  accepter 
lea  decisions  du  Coneeil  de  Becurite  se  rapporte  unlquement 
axuc  poucoirs  que  cet  organisms  poss&de,conformement  au  Chapitre 


Le  Represent  n.nt  du  Royaume-Uni  reltfere  qu!il  pourralt 
etre  drngereux  de  limiter  alnsl  le  Conseil  de  8£curit£.  A  son 
avis  In  phrase  "conformenent  aux  dispositions  de  la  Chart  ert 
reeout  le  problbme  eoulev6  par  le  delegu6  beige.  Le  paragraphs 
1  du  Qhapitre  XII  traitant  de  reglements  transltolree  prevoit 
que  les  Etate  parties  k  la  Declaration  de  Moscou  devraient  ee 
consx^lter  mutuellement  et  oonsulter  les  autres  membres  de  I1  Or- 
ganisation toutes  les  fois  qufil  sera  neceesaire,  en^vue  d'en- 
treprendre,  au  nom  de  I1  Organisation,  toute  action  neceesaire 
au  naintien  de  la  paix  et  de  la  e£curlte  internal  lonales. 

Cela  imp  li  que  une  action  de  la  part  du  Conseil  de 
Securitl  meme  ei  une  telle  action  nfa  pas  ^tl  mentionn£e 
express^ment»  Si  le  paragraphs  4  devait  etre  limit! 
dans  son  application*  peut-8tre  conviendrait-il  de  specifier 
expressement  le  Chapitre  XII  et  le  Chapitre  VIII  •  Le  d£l£gue 
britannlque  nYa  pas  d1  object  Ion  contre  I'a&endement  beige, 
s!ll  peut  etre  certain  qu!ll  n'aura  pas  pour  rlsultat  dTex- 
clure  toutesdecisions  portant  eur  df  autres  parties  de  la 
Chart  e. 

Le  d£l££u£  de  I'URSS  declare  que  le  Conseil  de 
Securit^  dolt,  d'aprfee  le  paragraphe  1  de  la  Section  B,  etre 
une  branche  active  permanente  de  lf  Organisation  Internationale, 
male  que  si  lfamendement  beige  est  adopt  6  ;  le  Conseil  se 
trouverait  llml  t^  aux  fonotions  et  aux  pouvolfs  que  lui  confe- 
re  le  Chapitre  VIII,  -  Le  paragraphe  4  ne  conf  ere  pas  au  Con- 
seil de  S^curlte  des  pouvoirs  lllimit^e*  Pur  .consequent,  11 
nfest  pas  &  oralndre  que  le  Conseil  prenne  des  mesures  Incom- 
patible s  aveo  les  buts  de  I1  Organ  IB  at  Ion.  Cfest  pour  quo! 
lfamendement  beige  est  inutile  et  Inaccep  table  f 

Le  del£gue  beige  oonolut  que  le  Comit'ea  le  choix 
entre  eon.  amen  dement,  aux  termes  duquel  les  membres  seront 
simplement  obliges  de  respecter  les  decisions  du  Conseil 
stlpul&es  au  Chapitre  VIII  et  lee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Dales  ,  qui  obligent  les  membres  k  ex£outer  touted  lee  deci- 
sions du  Conseil.  Le  repr£sentant  du  Royaume~Uni  ne  peut 
accepter  oette  interpretation,  car  I1  expression  limit  ^e, 
"oonform&nent  aux  dispositions  de  la  Chart  ew  se  rapporte  a 
toutes  les  decisions  du  Coneeil* 

Le  represent  ant  du  Canada  declare  que  -pule  que  le 
paragrephe  4  suit  immediatement  le  paracraphe  3,  oil  I1  on  ihdi- 
que  que  les  pouvoirs  spdoiflques  conferee  att  Conseil  ae 
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Securlt£  eont  mentionnSs  au  Chapltre  VIII,  le  paragraphs  4 
devralt  6gn.lement  etre  interpret!  comme  se  rlf^rant  exoluslvement 
au  Chapitre  VIII*  II  propose  par  consequent,  que  la  clause 
suivante  solt  ajoutee  au  paragraphs  4  ;  wet  de  les  ex^cuter  * 
conform&nent  aux  obllgatiine  expresses  quells  ont  assuinges  aux 
ternies  de  la  Chartel.  Le  repreeentant  de  lf  Australia  estlme 
que  la  phras^ologle  du  paragraphe  4  n'est  pas  satisfaisante. 
On  ne  volt  pas  clairement  si  la  phrase  nconf  ornament  aux  disposi- 
tions de  la  CharteM  se  rapporte  uniqueraent  k  I1  obligation  de 
respecter  les  decisions  du  Consell  ou  porte  egalement  sur  les 
decisions  • 

Le  President  invite  le  Comite  &  soumettre  pour 
redaction  au  Comite  de  Coordination  les  propositions  canadlennes 
et  australiennes.  II  prononce  ensuite  la  cloture  de  la  discus- 
sion  sur  I1  amendement  belgo  qu!ll  met  aux  volx. 

Decision  :  LTameryleroent  belae  proposant 

au  paragrapt^e  4,  Section  B,  Chapltre  VI. 

lee  note  n  fipnjiLell  rde  Securite'1  ,  lee  mots  "exposls 

au  Ohapitre  VIII"  est  re.letei  parce  que.  quoiauMl 

ait  jiefiu  un  vo^tg.  favorable  dg  14  voix  pontre  15. 

il  n'a  pas  reuni  Ija  tsa^orite  necessalrc  des  deux*- 

tlers. 

Jdclslon  l  Le  paracraphe  J,  dg  lg  Section  B,  du 
Chapltre  VI  ,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks. 
est  ctpprouvo  par  24  volx  contre  fi. 

2.  Paragraphe  5,  Section  £,  Chapitre  VI  • 

% 

v  Le  delegue  de  I1  Uruguay  explique  I'ajnendement  propose 
tendant  a  ajouter  apres  les  mots  wreglementation^des  armements11 
la  clause  suivante  :  ndont  la  fabrication  sera  reserves 
excluslvemcnt  aux  EOuvg.rn.emcntB11.  L'objet  de  cet  amendement 
est  dTelolgner  la  posslbllit"e~de  volr  la  fabrication  priv6e 
des  armes  mettre  en  danger  la  cause  de  la  palx  (  volr  Doc  .2, 
Gr/7  (a)  (1)  p,  14  )•  L^araendenent  uruguayen  nfetant  pas  appuy^  , 
11  n!est  pas  mis  au  vote. 


Decision  :  ii§  paragraphs  £  M  1&  Section  B.  du 
Chapltre  Yi^doj.  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  . 
approuva  p-.r  29  volx  contre  0. 


3.  Paragraphe  a  suppl6mwntaires  propoe  6s  .  Section  £,  Chapltre  YI 


Les  amendement  s  du  Chili  et  de  I'Equateur  ayant 
retiree  ,  le  President  ouvre  la  discussion  sur  I1  amendement  nor- 
veglen,  qul  donne  pouvolr  au  Consell  de  Securlte  de  mettre  en 
vigueur,  par  des  moyens  approprles,  I1  execution  de  toute  d^ci- 
slon  definitive  sur  un  lltlge  entre  Etats,  prononc^esolt  par  "la 
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Cour  Internationale  de  Justice,  solt  par  tout  autre  Tribunal 
dont  la  Jurldictlfanh,  cet  6gard  a  ete  reoonnue  par  lee  Etats 
parties  au  differ end  (  Voir  Doc.  2,  a/7  (n)  (1)  pp.  4-5  )• 

be  delegul  norv£gien,  en  present ant  eon  araendement, 
eoulfeve  une  question  *  11  crolt  &  I'utillt^  de  ce  texte  oar 
h  l!avenlr  le  nombre  de  decisions  de  cet  ordre  ne  fera  que 
s'accroltro;  11  ear a  done  de  plus  en  plus  important  qufon  ait 
I1  assurance  qurelles  seroftt  ex£cut6ee.  Bien  qu'on  ne  pulsse 
pas  pretendre  que  tout'defaut  d'exeauter  une  decision  de  la 
Cour  const Ituera  une  menace  contre  la  palx,,il  est  important 
pour  le  developpement  des  relations  Internationales  d!empe- 
cher  que  lea  cas  parti cullers  de  non^ex^cutign  viennent  a 
efaccumuler«  Le  moment  est  venu  ou  nulle  puissance,  grande 
ou  petite,  ne  doit  se  reeerver  le  droit  dfex£cuter  ou  non 
lee  Jugeiaente  pro nonces  par  4n  Tribunal  international*  Le 
fait  de  leur  permettre  ce  cholx  aurait  pour  resultat  de  cre6r 
une  dange reuse  fissure  dans  la  structure  de  la  paix.  II  cOn- 
clut  en  elgnalnnt  que  l!amendement  norv^glen  n!exige  pas  que 
le  Conseil  execute  lee  decisions  de  la  Cour,  znals  qu'il  lul 
en  confere  tout  slmplement  le  pouvolr;  oe  pouvoir  devralt 
etre  expreseement  formal^  pour  rappeler  que  le  monde  peut, 
en  cas  de^necesslte  corapter  sur  le  Conseil  de  Securit^ 
pour  lf execution  des  Jugements  de  la  Cour* 

Le  dllegu!  de  la  Turquie  appule  lfamendement  noa>- 

Le  represent ant  des  Etate-Unls  signale-  que 
l!amendemcnt  norvegien  propose,  en  fait,  d!elargir  les  pou- 
voirs  du  Conseil  alors  qufon  avalt  deja  critique  leur 
extension.  L1 esprit  essentiel  oul  Inspire  les  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks  est  que  le  Cons ell  de  Securlte  dolt  avoir 
les  pouvoirs  neccssaires  pour  prevenir  ou  reprimer  toute 
attelnte  portee  k  la  palx*  II  sernble  Inoppor^un,  par  conse- 
quent, de  oonferer  des  pouvoirs  suppl&nentalres  au  Conseil, 
et  les  Etats^Unls  ne  peuvent  appuyer  I'omendeDent  norvegien^ 

Le  repreeentant  austra,llen  inforne  le  Comit^  que 
llAustralle  avalt  propose  un  amendement  au  Chapitre  VII, 
demandant  que  tous  les  membreo  de  I'Organisntlon  des  Nations 
Unies  s!engagent  k  ee  pller  &  toutes  les  decisions  de  la 
Cour  Internationale  de  Justice*  Bien  que  cet  amendement 
n^aille  pas  aussl  loin  que  celui  do  lattorvege,  11  donnera  le 
mem©  reeultat  en  moblllsatt,  lf opinion  publlque  contre  tout 
Etat  qul,  ejyant  accepte  de  se  pller  aux  decisions  de  la 
Cour.  s'y  refuser  ait  ensuite.  Dependant  le  delegul  de  la 
Na^vege  croit  que  cette  clause  ne  va  pae  assez  loin  et  rfippel 
le  que  ce  nfest  pas  lfet endue  des  pouvoirs  accord£e  au 
Conseil  qul  souleve  dee  critiques,  mals  le  coractfere  arbi- 
traire  de  ces  pouvoira  qui  susclte  I1 inquietude* 
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Le  d£l£gu£  du  Salvador  a  le  sentiment  qu'll  ne  serait 
pas  sage  d'acoroltre  explioltement  lee^pouvolre  du  Cons  ell 
alnsi  que  le  propoid  I'amendement  norvegien,  oar  11 
serait  pr£f Arable  de  lalsser  tout  d'abord  au  Cons ell  de 
Seourlt^  le  soln  dfuser  de  moyens  de  persuasion  pour  par- 
venlr  i  falre  ex^ cuter  les  Jugements  de  la  Cour;  ensulte 
si  le  refus  d'ex^outer  oes  decisions .rendait  Imminent e 
la  oralnte  d'hostlllt^s,  le  Cons ell  de  Securlte  auralt 
pouvolr  dflntervenlr  conf ornament  aux  olausee  du  Chapitre 
VIII. 

Le  repr£sentnnt  de  la  Chine,  appuy6  par  3e 
representant  de  la  Prance ,  propose  le  renvol  de  cet  amen- 
deraent  devant  le  Comlv.£  HI/3.  Neanmoins,  plusleurs 
d£l£gu£s  estlment  que  le  Comit£  dolt  voter  sur  lfamendement 
norvegien • 

Decision  :  fca  proposition  Qs.  renvol  de  ^amende- 
t  norveglen  devant  Je.  Com It e  Ill/g^est  repous- 
flar  15  volx  oontre  2» 

Deolslon  :  L!omendement  norveglen  cons 1st ant  4 
a J outer  up  paragraphe  £  h  3a  Sect lop  B  du  -Ohapltre 

2  dee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  est  repous^ 
par  15  volx  contre  ,8, 

Declelon  :  ^f  exam  en  c^e  1 !  amendement  norveclen 
conslstant  a  ajouter  un  paragraphs  7  &  la  Section 
l^du  Chapltre  VI,  po^ir  prevolr  erne  le"70onsell  4£. 
Secuylte  accoc^llra  lee  devoirs  qul  pourralent 
lul  etre  oonfey.es  jt  l!6card  4s  I1  election  des  Juges 
dela  Cour  permanente  de  Justice  Internationale, 

Tfio£.^2i-a/Z  (a)  (i) -E.fi.  4  -  fi,  )/  e?rt)  g?nf^g 

au  Oonlte  IV/1  qul  dolt  prochalnemcqt  etudier 
une  disposition  miAlogue. 

7.  Sous^Comlte  III/l/B 

Le  d£legu£  des  Etats-Unls  slgnalant  que  les 
quatre  gouvernements  Invltonts  eont  en  train  d1 etudier  un 
questionnaire  resultant  des  travo.ux  du  sous-comlte  III/1/fe 
exprlme  1'espolr  qurun  rapport  sera  prochalnenent  dlstrl- 
bu6«  Sur  la  demande  du  Canada,  on  decide  que  tous  les  mean 
bres  du  Com it e  I I I/I  recevront  un  exemplalre  de  ce  question- 
naire* On  decide  en  outre  que  le  Comit£  ne  sieger a  pas 
demaln  eamedl,  oar  le  rapport  du  sous-comlt^  B  n'est  pas 
encore  -pret. 

La  stance  est  levee  &  13  heures, 
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ELABORATION  OF  R3SMA]^3  OF 
'ji'isjEflTH  MEETIITO  uy  u 
(Doc*  597  (English ) 

(Circulated  as  a  corrigendum  to  the  Summary  Report 
at  request  of  Delegate  of  Uruguay.) 

The  Uruguayan  Delegate  said  that  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  his  Delegation  was  clear  in  its  meaning  and  pre- 
cise in  its  purpose;  that  since  ve  were  establishing  an 
international  Organization  to  preserve  peace  and  security 
through  the  application  of  a  series  of  measures  vhlch  in 
the  last  resort  contemplated  the  use  of  force,  ve  were 
logically  bound  to  enable  the  Organization  to  see  that 
its  forces  and  armaments  were  always  adequate  to  cope 
effectively  with  all  possible  aggressors;  that  the  only 
way  to  ascertain  that  essential  requirement  to  'the  suc- 
cess of  our  aims  was  to  restrict  the  production  of  arma- 
ments to  such  sources  as  the  International  Organization 
could  control  and  place  under  direct  and  effective  responsi- 
bility; that  in  the  international  field  the  responsibility 
of  governments  was  more  direct  and  thereby  more  effective 
than  private  responsibility  and  that  consequently  for  the 
purpose  of  controlling  the  facts  of  our  armament  production 
It  was  necessary  that  armaments  should  bo  produced  ex- 
clusively by  governments  or  under  their  direct  responsibility; 
that  pre-war  experience  was  eloquent  in  this  respect  for 
when  information  that  bad  been  obtained  privately  was 
brought  to  the  notice  of  public  opinion  in  the  highest  lev- 
el, it  proved  to  be  unconvincing  or  at  least  inadequate,  to 
the  urgent  requirements  of  that  grave  situation;  that  we 
had  to  prevent  our  Organization  being  stultified,  or  to 
flounder,  through  lack  of  the  means  to  secure  the  informa- 
tion and  to  apply  any  controls  of  armament  production 
that  may  become  necessary  to  save  our  peace;  ho  thought 
these  reasons  justified' his  hopes  that  the  Committee  would 
approve  the  amendment  which  Uruguay  had  proposed  to  para- 
graph 5,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI. 
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RESTRKJTED 

The  United  Nations  Conference  iiiA/Jo  JS?ENCH) 

on  International  Organization  May  29,  1945 


COMMISSION   HI        Security  Council 

Oomlt£  I    Organisation  jj£  Procedure 

OBSERVATIONS  FAITES  PAR  'LE  DELEQUE  DEL1  URUGUAY  A  LA 

k5  (  Doc*  5§7  (Franpi 
SSi  t>age  5,  Article 


le  35  gg^l9^5   (  Poo,   597   (Fran pale 

^/ 


(Dlstrlbu£  oomme  amend ement  au  ooraote-rendu  sommalre  a 
la  demande  du  delegue  de  I1 Uruguay.) 

Le  delegu^  da  lf Uruguay  declare  que  le  sens  de  lfamende- 
ment  propose  t>ar  sa  delegation  est  clair  et  que  le  but  en  eet 
precis:  pulsque  nous  ^tabllssons  une  Organisation  Internation- 
ale pour  inalntenlr  la  nalx  et  la  s£curlte,par  1'emplol  dfune 
suite  de  mesures  qui,  en  dernier  ressort,  envisagent  le  reoours 
k  la  force,  nous  sonunes  dope  losrlquement  tenus  de  znettre 
I1 Organisation  en  mesure  de  maltrlser  tout  ag^eeeeur  eventuel, 
en  aeeurant  k  oette  Organisation  des  forces  et  dee  armements 
sufflsants;  le  seul  moyen  de  r^aliser  cet  Element  essentlel  au 
succes  de  nos  objectlfs  est  d^  restrelndre  la  production  des 
armements  a  des  sources  que  I1 Organisation  Internationale 
pourra  oontroler  et  mettre  sous  sa  responsablllt^  dlrecte  et 
effective;  dans  le  domain e  Internationa^,  la  rec^onsablllt^ 
des  gouvernements  est  plus  dlrecte  et,^par  la,  plus  effective 
que  la  responsabillt^  prlvee;  par  consequent,  pour  qu!on 
^ulese  oontroler  les  Aliments  de  la  production  des  armements, 
11  est  n£oessalre  quvlls  solent  fabrlqu^s  excluslvement  par 
les  gouvernements  ou  sous  leur  r.esponsablllti  dlrecte,  L!  ex- 
pSrience  dfavant  guerre  est  eloauente  asoet  ^gard,  oar  lorsque 
la  documentation  qul  avait  ^t^  obtenue  a  tltre  prlv^  fut 
oommunlqu^e  d'une  faoon  aussl  vaste  que  possible  k  I1 opinion 
DubJ-lque^  cette  procedure  se  r£v£la  In^ffioace  ou  tout  au  molns 
Incapable  de  falre  face  aux  urgent ee  exigences  de  oette  grave 
situation;  nous  dumee  emneoh^r  gue  notre  organisation  fut 
tournle  en  ridicule  ou  s'^oroulat,  faute  de  pouvoir  reouellllr 
la  documentation  n£oesgalre  et  d'a^rllquer  &  la  production 
des  armemente  le  oontrole  Indispensable  au  salut  de  la  paix, 
Le  d^llgu^  Uruguayan  cons Id ere  que  ces  ralsons  justlflent 
1'eepolr  de  volr  approuvnr  par  la  Oommlssion  1'amendement  que 
I1  Uruguay  a  proposi  sur  le  paragraphs  5.  Section  B,  Chapltre  VI, 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organisation  WD  n  3  "(ENGLISH) 

e  III/1/33 

May  27, 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


MEMORANDUM 


TO:    Representatives  of  Delegations  on 
Committee  III/l 

PROM:   Secretary  of  Committee  III/l 


1.  Enclosed  are  the  following: 

(a)  Memorandum  Respecting  Insertion  of  a  Clause 
in  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals.  Concerning  the  Election  of 
Judges  to  the  international  Court  of  Justice 

(b)  A  copy  of  Report  of  the  Rapporteur  of 
Committee  III/l  covering  Section  A,  Chapter 
VT 

2.  Those  are  being  circulated  to  representatives  of 
Committee  III/l  so  that  they  may  be  considered 

by  them  prior  to  the  next  meeting  of  the  Committee 
when  they  will  be  taken  up. 


Paul  G.  Pennoycr,  Secretary 
Committee  III/l 

Room  420  Veterans  Building,  IN  3300, 
Ext.  137 
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The  United  Nation*  Conference  w>  «  (FHEWCH) 

on  International  Organization  May  27,  1945 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

Comite  1   Structure  et  Procedure  * 


M  £  M  0*  I  R  E 

AUX:  Represent ant s  dee  Delegations  dans  le  Comite  III/l 
DU:   Secretaire  du  Comite  III/l 

1.   Ci-Joint  veuillez  trouver  les  documents  suivants: 

(a)  Memoire  ayant  trait  a  I1 insertion  dans  la 
Section  B  du  Chaoitre  VI  des  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks  d'une  clause  concernant  I1 Election 
des  Juges  a  la  Cour  Internationale  de  Justice. 

(b)  Rapport  du  Rapporteur  du  Comite  III/l  couvrant 
la  Section  A  du  Chapitre  VI. 

g.   Oes  documents  sont  communiques  aux  membres  du  Comite 
III/l  pour  leur  permettre  d'en  prendre  connaissance 
avant  la  prochaine  stance  du  Comite  au  cours  de  la- 
quelle  cee  documents  seront  examines. 


Paul  G*  Pennoyer, 
Secretaire  du  Comite  III/l 
Veterans  Bldg. ,  Chambre  420, 
(international  5300,  Ext.  137) 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  111/1/32 

0  May  27, 

COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

MEMORANDUM 

(Respecting  Insertion  of  a  Clause  in  Section  B, 
Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  Concerning  the 
Election  of  Judges  to  th<9  International  Court  of  Justice. ) 

(1)  At  its  fourteenth  meeting,  May  25,  19^5,  Committee 
III/l: 

91  agreed  that  the  Norwegian  amendment  to  add  a  paragraph 
7  to  Section  B,  Chapter  VT,  providing  that  the  Security 
Council  should  perform  such  functions  in  relation  to 
the  election  of  Judges  of  the  Permanent  Court  of  Inter- 
national Justice  as  might  be  conferred  upon  it  (Doc.  2, 
G/7  (n)  (1),  pp.  4-5),  should  be  left  to  Committee  IV/1 
where  a  similar  provision  would  be  voted  upon  shortly." 

(2)  At  its  twelfth  meeting,  May  24,  1945,  Committee  IV/1 
approved  the  following  language  for  article  4  of  the  Statute 
of  the  International  Court  of  Justice: 

"Article  4 

11  (1)  The  members  of  the  Court  shall  bo  elected  by 
the  General  Assembly  and  by  the  Security  Council  of  The 
United  Nations  from  a  list  of  persons  nominated  by  the 
national  groups  in  the  Permanent  Court  of  Arbitration, 
in  accordance  with  the  following  provisions. 

11  (2)  In  the  case  of  Members  of  The  United  Nations 
not  represented  in  the  Permanent  Court  of  Arbitration, 
the  lists  of  candidates  shall  be  drawn  up  by  national 
groups  appointed  for  this  purpose  by  their  Governments 
under  the  same  conditions  as  thoso  prescribed  fpr  mem- 
bers of  the  Permanent  Court  of  Arbitration  by  Article 
44  of  the  Convention  of  The  Hague  of  1907  for  tho 
pacific  settlement  of  international  disputes* 
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"The  conditions  uuder  which  a  State  which  has 
accepted  the  Statute  of  the  Court  but  Is  not  a 
Member  of  The  United  Nations,  may  participate  In 
electing  the  members  of  the  Court  shall,  In  the 
absence  of  a  special  agreement,  be  laid  down  by 
the  General  Assembly  on  the  proposal  of  the 
Security  Council.11 

(3)  At  Its  eleventh  meeting,  May  25,  19^5,  Committee  II/I 
accepted  the  following  language  in  paragraph  4,  Section  B 
(Functions  and  Powers;  of  Chapter  V  (The  General  Assembly): 

"The  General  Assombly  shall  participate  in  the 
election  of  the  judges  of  "she  International  Court  of 
Justice  in  accordance  with  the  Statute  of  the  Court." 

(4)  Subsequent  to  the  fourteenth  meeting  of  Committee 
III/l  noted  in  paragraph  (1)  above,  the  Delegate  of  Norway, 
Mr.  Raestad,  called  the  Secretary  of  Committee  III/l  and 
raised  the  question  whether  or  not  in  view  of  the  action 
noted  In  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  above  it  would  now  be 
desirable  to  change  the  action  taken  by  Committee  III/l 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (1)  above. 


In  the  event  that  Committee  III/l  should  change 
the  action  taken  by  it  as  indicated  in  paragraph  (l)  above, 
it  is  suggested  that  this  change  might  be  made  by  the 
insertion  of  a  clause  In  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  reading  substantially  as  follows: 

"The  Security  Council  shall  participate  in  the  election 
of  the  judges  of  the  International  Court  of  Justice  in 
accordance  with  the  Statute  of  the  Court." 


Paul  G.  Pennoyer,  Secretary 

Committee  III/l 

Veterans  Building,  Room  420 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  inA/38 

0  Mpy  27,   1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comitc  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 


MEMOIRS 

Insertion  dfune  clnuse  dans  In  Section  B,  du^Chnpitre  VI, 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  concernant  I1  election  des 
Jugos  de  IP  Cour  Internntlonnle  de  Justice, 

(l)  A  sn  qunto'rzleme  sp«mce,le  25  m»i  1945,  Ic  Comite 
III/li 

*«  decide  quo  lf«mfmdemont  norveglen  tpnd«mt  A.  pjouter 
«  In  Section  B,  du  Chnpitre  VI,  un  i>rrngr*php  7  nux 
termes  duquel  IP  Cons^ll  de  Spcurlte  devr«  fl'^oqultter 
de  toutee  les  functions  qul  lul  seront  conflees  en  ce 
qul  concerne  I1  election  des  Jug^s  do  1^  Cour  permnnente 
de  Justice  Internationale  (Doc.%2,  G/7  (n)  (l),  pp.  4-5) 
ser^lt  renv^ye  ^u  Oomlte  IV/1  ou  une  disposition  eiml- 
ferp  1'objet  d'un  vote  sous  peu.H 


^  A  8*  d-nizlemo  seance,  lo  24  mnl  1945,  le  Comite  IV/1 
n  ndoptp  IP  toxte  sulvnnt  pour  I1  Article  4  du  St^tut  de  In 
Cour  Internationale  de  Justice: 

Artlple  4 

••(I)  Los  mcmbr^s  de  In  Cour  ^sont  olus  pn.r  l!ASsemblee 
Q-encrrlc-  ct  pnr  le  Conscll  de  Securltc  des  Nations 
Unlci  .aui  Ice  choieiseent  dans  une  'listo  de  ijergonnes 
novr.ees  •  t)^r  les  groupos  n^tlonnux  representes  n  In  Cour 
pcrrannontr  d'Arbltr^gp  conf  irmemont  nux-  dispositions 
suivnntes: 

/(2)  9  Dans  le  c*s  de  Membroe  des  Nrtlone  Unles  non 
repres^nte's  r  l^  oour  Permftn^nte  d1  Arbitrage,  In.  11s  te 
des  cnndldnts  scrn  etrbile  p^r  des  groupes  nntion^.ux 
deslgnes  A  cot  ef  f  ct  p*r  leurs  ^gouvernements  dnns  lee 
mdrnes  conditions  que  celles  prevues  pour  les  membrea 
de  1»  C^iur  Permnncnte  d1  Arbitrage  p«=»r  lf  Article  44  de 
In  Convention  de  l*iHnye  de  1907  Dour  le  reglement 
flque  des  differenda 
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«En  llnbsonce  d'un  Accord  spefeinl,  I'Asecmblce 
Gener^le  sur  1^  proposition  du  Conseil  de  Sr'curlte 
determine  Ice  conditions  d^ns  lesqucllcs  un  Et*t  qul 
n  nccepte'  lo  stPtut  do  In  Cour,  rarls  qul  ne  frit  p*s 
pn.rtie  dee  Nations  Unies  pout  pprtlciper  P  I1  election 
dee  menbroe  do  lr>  Cour.11 


^  Airontleme  seance,  lo  25  rarl  1945,  IP  Comlte  II/l 
^dopto  le  trxto  sulvnnt  pour  le  p*r«grrrDhe  4  de  1»  Section 
B  (Fonctlons  et  Pouv>lrs)  du  Ch"pitre  V  (L'Aesfimblee  Oenernlc): 


HLfA8r?emblee  Oenornlc  p°rtlclpe  r  1'^l^ctlon  des  Jugee  de 
IP  Cour  Intrrnptlonnle  de  Justice  conformenent  PU  stntut 
de  In  Court 

(4)  A  1^  suite  de  IP  qup'torzleme  seance  du  ComltcIII/1 
dont  11  opt  fnit  mrntlon  nu  numero  1  cl-deflpus,  le  Dc?legue? 
de  In  Norvepe,'  M.Rnestnd,  s'eet  pfldrespe  ^u  Secre't*irc  flu 
Conltr  Ill/lot  n  soulfve  In  question  de  snvolr  si,  on  mlson 
des  decisions  ncntlonnee  »u  numeros  (2)  et  (3)  cl-dessus,  11 
n'y  ^ur«Jlt  p^s  blen  de/  modifier  1">  decision  prls^  pn.r  le 
Comite  III/l  ncntlonne'e  ^u  nune'ro  (1)  cl-i'ce^us. 


,  Au  c^S'  ob  le  Conlte  III/l  nortlfiernlt  SP  decision 
mentionee  nu  nunero  (l)  cl-dessus,  11  pourrplt  le  fnlre  en 
Introduisnnt  c^^ns  In  Section  B,  du  Ch^pltre  VI  dee  Propositions 
de  Dunbnrton  Qnlcs  une  oln.use  qul,  en  substance,  semit  ia  sulvante; 

"Lc  Conecll  dc  Sccuritc  pnrtlcipe  n  1'e'lection  c?s/ 
Jugcs  uc  IP  Cour  Intt.rnntionnle  de  Justice  conforme 
ncnt  nu  st^tut  c\c  In  C^ur. 


G.  Pennoyer   , 

du  Comite  III/l 
Veternns  Building,  Ch^mbre  420. 


2516  -  2  - 


412 

The  United  Nations  Conference        RESTRICTED 
on  International  Organization        WD  3>  (ENGLISH) 

e  III/1/31 

May  26, 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1  Structure  and  Procedures 


DRAFT  REPORT  OP  THE  RAPPORTEUR  OP  COJMMITTEE  III/l 
ON  ACTIVITIES  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l  (STRUCTURE  AND  PROCE- 


B,  C,  ^D^'OFl^iAP^fR  VI_  OF  THE  DUIflflfoTON  OAKS  PROPOSALS 


Rapporteur:  Hector  David  Castro  (El  Salvador) 

Committee  III/l  has  been  under  t'-e  able  direction  of 
the  Chairman,  His  Excellency  John  ScJianopoulus  . 

The  Rapporteur  has  found  his  work  extremely  easy  due  to 
the  valuable  cooperation  of  the  distinguished  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  and  of  all  members  of  the  secretariat. 

The  Committee  decided  that  in  case  the  Chairman  should 
find  it  necessary  to  be  absent  from  some  of  the  meetings, 
another  Delegate  from  Greece,  the  Honorable  Thanassls 
Aghnidos,  would  act  as  Chairman  pro  t  appre. 

The  first  three  sessions  were  devobed  to  G  general  dis- 
cussion of  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  relative  to  "Compo--  I.tion  of  the  Security  Council". 

Subcommittee  III/l/A  was  organized  for  o  twofold  purpose: 
First,  to  determine  which  parts  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI, 
of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposrlr,  should  be  in  the  program 
of  woak  of  Committee  III/l;  aiid  Second,  to  make  a  classified 
list  of  the  amendments  to  Section  A,  B,  C,  nnd  D  proposed 
by  the  various  delegations. 

The  members  of  Subcommittee  III/l/A  were  the  Delegates 
of  China,  El  Salvador,  France,  Netherlands,  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics,  United  Kingdom  and  United  States  of 
America.  Tho  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  was  elected  to  bo 
Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 

As  the  result  of  its  work,  Subccamittee  III/l/A  recommended: 

c)  that  the  terms  of  reference  respecting  Com- 
mittee III/l  be  nmonded,  to  include  the  whole 
of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI; 


b)  that  the  title  of  tho  Terms  of  Reference 
respecting  Committee  IIi/1  be  changed  to 
read  "Structure,  Procedures  and  Principal 
Functions  and  Powers"} 

c)  that  steps  be  taken  through  proper  channels 
to  refer  this  recommendation  to  the  Secretrry 
General  and  the  President  of  the  Conference 
for  necessary  notion. 

A  classified  list  of  amendments  proposed  by  the  various 
delegations  to  Sections  A,  B,  C,  and  D  of  Chapter  VI  of  tho 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  wrs  prepared  by  the  Secretariat  rnd 
submitted  to  Committee  III/l.  Subcommittee  III/l/A  is  in 
readiness  to  undertake  the  study  of  tho  amendments  proposed 
in  order  to  afoalgamatc  or  combine  those  that  may  bo  similar, 
provided  in  tho  development  of  its  labors  Committee  III/l 
finds  this  work  to  be  uooful. 

The  report  presented  to  Committee  III/l  by  the  Subcom- 
mittee III/l/A  wrs  approved  in  the  third  meeting  of  the  Committee 

The  amendments  proposed  to  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Orks  Proposals,  referred  to  the  various  sentences 
of  Section  A  and  included  the  following  questions : 

a)  Total  number  of  members  of  the  Security  Council; 

b)  Whether  or  not  the  Security  Council  should  have 
permanent  members; 

c)  Total  number  of  permanent  uembors  of  tho  Council; 

d)  Additional  permanent  seats  for  certain  nations; 
u)  Delation  of  the  words  "in  due  course",  concerning 

Prance  as  a  permanent  member; 

f )  Increase  of  the  number  of  rion -permanent  members; 

g)  Basis  or  criteria  upon  which  the  selection  of 
non-permanent  members  of  the-  Socurity  Council 
should  be  made.  Several  solutions  wore  proposed, 
including  full  equality  ior  all  member  nations, 
geographical  distribution,  rotation,  contribution 
of  the  members  of  the  organization  towards  tho 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security 
and  towards  the  other  purposes  of  the  Organization, 
guarantiee  concerning  the  active  dofenso  of  inter- 
national order  and  moans  to  participate  substan- 
tially In  It,  combinations  of  elements  including 
population,  industrial  and  economic  capacity,  fu- 
ture contributions  in  armi.d  forces  and  ossistance 
pledged  by  each  member  stnte,  contributions  ren- 
dered in  the  second  World  War  and  so  on;  also 
special  assignment  of  non-permanent  seats  to 
certain  groups  of  Cations. 
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h)  Conditions  governing  the  eligibility  of  non-per- 
manent members  of  the  Security  Council  end  dur- 
ation of  their  torus; 

1)  Plnrl  determlnrtion  by  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
length  of  tho  terms  for  non -permanent  members; 

j)  "Appointment",  Instead  of  "election"  of  non-per- 
manent members.  • 

k)  "Renppointmont"  instead  of  "Reelection". 

Of  rll  the  modifications  proposed  to  Section  A  of  Chapter 
VI  of  tho  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  only  two  wore  adopted, 
namely:  First,  to  delete  tho  words  "in  duo  course"  in  the 
second  sentence  of  the  Section;  and  Second,  to  rdd,  rt  the 
end  of  tho  third  sentence  of  the  s^ie  Section  A,  the  follow- 
ing text,  preceded  by  a  "comma":  "due  rogr.rd  being  specially 
pcid  in  the  first  Instance  to  the  contribution  of  members  of 
the  Organization  towards  the  maintenance  of  international 
peace  and  security  and  towards  the  other  purposes  of  the  Or- 
ganlzr.tlon,  and  also  to  equitable  geographical  distribution" . 

The  text  of  Section  \9  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  was  approved  by  Committee  HI/1  with  the  two  modi- 
fications that  have  just  been  mentioned;  r.nd,  therefore,  the 
text  adopted  by  the  Committee  is  tho  following: 

CHAPTER  VI 
The  Security  Council 

"SECTION  A.  COMPOSITION.  The  Security  Council 
should  consist  of  one  representative  of  each  of 
eleven  membors  of  tho  Organization.  Representatives 
of  the  Unitod  States  of  America,  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Grcr.t  Britain  rnd  Northern  Ireland,  tho  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  the  Republics  of  China 
nnd  Prrnce,  should  have  pernic,nent  seats.  Tho  Gen- 
eral Assembly  should  elect  six  states  to  fill  the 
non-permrnent  seats,  due  regrrd  being  specially 
paid  in  tho  first  instance  to  the  contribution  of 
members  of  the  Organization  tcwnrds  the  maintenance 
of  International  peace  rnd  security  and  towards  the 
other  purposes  of  the  Organization,  and  also  to 
equitable  geographical  distribution.  These  six 
stctes  should  be  elected  for  a  term  of  two  years, 
three  retiring  each  yoor.  They  should  not  be 
immediately  eligible  for  reelection.  In  tho  first 
election  of  the  non-permanent  members  three  should 
be  chosen  by  the  General  Assembly  for  one -year, 
terms  nnd  three  for  two-year  terms. 

This  Is  tho  end  'of  the  report  concerning  the  work  cf 
Committee  I I I/I  in  regard  to  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals. 
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BE  RAPPORT  DU  RAPPORTEUR  SU  COfJITJ!  3H/1 
SUR  LfACTiyip"  DU  COKETE  U.I/1  (OBBAHHftEIOT  ET 
PROCEDURE  DU  CONS8SIL  DP  3SCUBITE)  COJJCERMANX  IfiS 

SEiBTioNa  A7  B,"  "c,  D~DU  CHAPIIBE  vi  DBS  EBQPQSIIIQHS 

DE  DUtffiARTOlTOA!CS.~ 
Rapporteur  ;     Hector  David  Castro   (Salvador) 

Le  Comit6  III  /I  a  travalll^  sous  lf  Eminent  e  direction  de 
son  President,  Son  Excellence  Jean  Sofianopculos, 
« 

La  tdche  du  Rapporteur  a  £t£  fort  cill<5,g(!o  gr£ec  &  la 
pr^cieuse  collaboration  que  lui  ont  pr8t£e.  le  President  du 
Comit^  et  tous  les  membres  du  Secretariat. 

• 

Le  Comlt6  avait  d6cid^  qu'au  cas  ob  le  President  n1  aural  t 
pas  pu  etre  present  tl  toutes  les  stances,  un  autre  d6l£gu£  do 
la  Or  See,  1  'Honorable  Thanassia  Aghnides,  ferait  fonction  de 
President  p.i. 

Les  trois  premieres  stances  ont  6t6  consacr^es  &  la 
discussion  g^n^rale  de  la  Section  A  du  Chapitre  VI  des  Propo- 
sitions de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  relative  &  la  "Composition  du  Consell 
de 


Un  Sous-Comlt£  III/l/A  a  6t6  cr66  pour  un  double  but. 
II  avait  &  determiner  d'abord  que  lies  parties  do  la  Section  B 
du  Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  devaient 
faire  lfobjet  des  6tudos  du  Comit6  III/l  et  onsuite  Jl  ^tabllr 
une  classification,  m^thodiquo  dps,  amondomonts  proposes,  par  los 
dlvorsos  delegations,  aux  Sections  A,  B,  C  ot  D. 

II  dtait  compose  dos  d6l£gu£s  do  la  Chino,  du  Salvador, 
do  la  Franco,  dos  Pays-Bas,.do  l.'Unlon  dos  R^publlquos  Sovio- 
tiquos  3ocialistos,  d.u  Royaumo-Unl  ot  dos  Etats-Unis  dlAm6riquo. 
Lo  Ddldgud  du  Salvador  avait  6t6  6lu  President. 
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Comma  conclusion  &  ses  travaux,  le-Sous-Comite  III/l/A 
a  formul^  les  recommandations  suivantes: 

a)  que  le  mandat  du  ComitS  III/l  soit  eiargi  de 
fapon  &  s'etendre  &  lf  ensemble  de  la  Section 
B  du  Chapltre  VI  ; 

b)  que  le  titre  du  mandat  confie  au  Comlte  III/l 
soit  modlfie  de  la  fapon  suivante  "Organisation, 
Procedure,  Ponctions  et  Pouvolrs  principaux"; 

c)  que  des  mesures  soient  prises,  par  les  voies 
appropriees,  pour  soumettre  les  pr^sontes  recom- 
mandations  au  Secretaire  Gdn^ral  et  au  President 
de  la  Conference  aux  fins  d1  execution. 

Une  classification  mdthodique  des  amondemonts  prdsent^s 
par  les  divorsos  delegations  aux  Sections  A,  B,  C  et  D  du  . 
Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  a  6t6  Stabile 
par  le  Secretariat  et  soumise  au  Comite  III/l.  Le  Sous- 
Comlte  III/l/A  est  pret  i  entreprendre.  1'^tude  de  ces  amende- 
ments.  af  in  de  f  ondre  ou  de  combiner  ceux  qul  peuvent  presenter 
de  1'analogie  slf  au  cours  de  ses  travaux,  le  Comite  III/l 
Juge  co  travail  necessalre. 

Le  rapport  pr^sente  au  Comlt6  III/l  par  le  Sous-Conit^ 
III/l/A'  a  cte  approuve  au  cours  de  la  troislSme  s6ancc  du 
ComitS  . 

Les  propositions  d'amendement  vlsant  la  Section  A  du 
Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  dc  Dumbarton  Oaks  so  rapportalent 
aux  dlverses  phrases  de  la  dito  section  et  soulovaient  les 
questions  suivantos- 


) 
) 


a)  Nombre  total  des  mombres  du  Conseil  de  S<5curit<5; 

b)  Lo  Conseil  do  S<5curite  doit-il  comportor.  dos 
membres  permanent s  ;  . 

Nombro  total  dos  mombres  pcrmanonts  du  Consoil; 
Sl&ges  permanents  supplement air es  destines  & 
certalnes  nations; 
e)  Suppression  des  mots  "en  temps  voulu"  concernant 
la  qualite  de  membre  permanent  envisag^e  pour  la 
Prance; 

Augmentation  du  nombre  des  membres  non-permanent s; 
Elements  d1 appreciation  pour  le  choix  des  membres 
non -permanents  du  Conseil  de  securlte,  Dlverses 
formules  ont  6t6  proposees  dont:  la  pleina  e^alite 
de  tous  les  Etats  membres,  une  repartition  geogra^ 
phlque,  un  roulement, .  la  contribution  app.ortee  par 
les  membres  ^de  I1  Organisation  au  maintien  de*  la 
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paix  et  de  la  eecurite  in$*rnationales  et  a  la 
realisation  dee  autras  ldeaux/ie  1!  Organ  is  at  ion, 
lee  garanties  oonoernant  la  defense  active  do 
l*ordre  International  et  les  moyene  d  '^partial- 
per  efflcaceraent,  des  comblnalsone  d^elements 
comprenarjt  la  copulation,  la  oapaclte  industri- 
elle  et  economlqiie,  les  contributions  futures 
en  forces  armees  et  lf  assistance  nuxquelles  cha- 
que  Etat  membre  s'est  engage,  la  contribution 
fournle  au^oours  de  la  seooncle  guerre  inondlale, 
etp.f  de  meme  que  lfoc£rol,  a  tltre  special,  de 
sieges  non-permanents  a  certains  grouses  de  na- 
tions; %  / 

h)  Conditions  relatives  a  llellgibillt§  des  ijem- 
bre$  non-permanents  du  Conseil  de  Becurite  et 
duree  de  l^ur  mandat;  / 

1)  Fixation  Definitive  par  I'Assemblee  Oenerale 

de  la  duree  du  mandat  des^embres  non-permanentp 

J)  "Nomination*  au  lieu  d1  "election11  des  merabres 
non-permanenjs:  ff 

k).  "Nomination  a  nouveau"  au  lieu  de  ^Reelection11. 

Bur  toutes  les  modifications  propoeees  a  la  Section  A  du 
Chap^t^e  VI  d§s  Prppoflitions  de  Dumbarton  Oaksf  derux  seulement 
ont  ete  adoptees,  a  sayoir,  premierement,  la  suppression-  des 
mots  fen  temps  voulu"  a  la  s^conde  ohrase  de  la  Section  et, 
deuxiemement,  I'adjonction,  a  la  fin  de  la  troip^eme  phrase 
de  la  meme  Section  A,  du  textg  ci-apres,  precede  .d'une  ttvlrgu- 
le11:  Men  tenant  tout  partioulierement^compte,  lors  de  la  premie- 
re election  de  la  contribution  .apportee  par  ^ee  raeijbres  de  1'Or- 
ganlsatlon  au  maln^len  de  la  paix  et  de  la/securite  Interna- 
tionales et  a  la  realisation  de§  autres  ideaux  de  I'^rganisa- 
tion^de  meme  .aue  de  la  nece*8lte  dfune  repartition  geograx>hi~ 
que  equitable1'. 


Le  teite  de  la  ^tion  A  d\^  Ohapitre  VI  ^ee  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks  a  ete  aporouve  par  le  Oomlte  III/l  ayeo  les 
deux  modifications  qui  viennent  d'etre  indlquees  et  s'etablit 
done  alnsl  qu'Il  suit: 

CHAPITRE^VI 
Conseil  de  Seourite 

"SECTION  A.  COMPOSITION.,  Le  Conseil  de  Becurite 
devralt  etre  oonjlosl  de  representants  de  onze  membres  / 
de  I'Organlsatiori,  a  ^alsoh  (J,'un  par  neinbre.  Les  repre^ 
sentants  des  Etats-Unis  d'Anerique,  du  Royaurae-Unl  de 
G^ande-Bretagne  et  d'Irlande  c^u  Nord,  de  l!Union  des 
Republlques  Sovletl^ues  Socialistee,  Ae  la  Republique 
de  Chlpe  et  fle  la  Repfublique  Franjais^,  ^evralent  avoir 
des  sieges  permanent  s.  LfAssemblee  Oenerale  devrait  elire 
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six  Etats  aux  sifcges  non-permanents  en  tenant  compte 
tout  sp^clalement,  lors  de  la  premi&re  Election,  de  la 
contribution  apport^e  par  les  membres  de  1! Organisation 
au  maintien  de  la.palx  et  de  la  s£curit£  Internationales 
et  &  la  realisation  des  autres  id^aux  de  lf Organisation, 
ainsi  que.de  la  n£cessit£  dfuno  repartition  goographique 
Equitable.  Ces  six  Etats  devralent  etre  6lus  pour  une 
dur6e  do  deux  ans,  trols  dfontro  eux  so  ret iron t  ohaque 
ann£o.  Us  ne  dovralent  pas  otro  Imm6dlatomont  r66llgl- 
bles.  Lors  do  la  premiere  Election  des  membres  non-per- 
manents, trols  dfentre  eux  devralent  etre  choisis  par* 
I'Assemblge  G^n^rale  pour  un  mandat  d'une  ann^e  et  trois 
pour  un  mandat  de  deux  ans. 

Ainsi  s'ach&ve  le  rapport  sur  les  travaux  du  ComitS  III/l 
conoernant  la  Section  A,  Chapltre  VI  dos  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks. 
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The  United  Nations. Conference  Doo.637  (EN<J.  ,FR.  ) 

on  International  Organization  May  87^1945 

COMMISSION  HI       Security  Council 


Committee  1  Structure  and  Procedures 


AGENDA  FOR  FIFTEENTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
May  28,  1945,  8;SO  p.m. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Insertion  of  a  clause  In  Section  B,  Chnpter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  concerning  the  election  of 
Judges  to  the  International  Court  of  Justice* 

(3)  Consideration  of  report  of  Rapporteur  of  Committee  III/l 
covering  Section  A,  Ch^otor  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposal B. 

(4)  Other  business. 

ORDRE  DJZ  'JOUR  DE  ]£  QUINZIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  IIlA 
le  28  mai  1946  &,  20  h.  30 

(1)  Exposd"  des  questions  trainee  &  la  stance  prrfcrfdente 

(2)  Insertion  dons  lr.  Section  B  du  Chap  it  re  VI  des  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks  dvune  clause  conoernant  I1 Election  des 
Juges  de  In  Cour  Internationale  de  Justice. 

(3)  Exfimen  du  rapport  du  Rapporteur  du  Comitrf  III/l  couvrnnt 
la  Section  A  du  Chap  it re  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks. 

(4)  Autres  questions. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference          RESTRICTED 
on  International  Organization          Doc.  66C  (EKQLISH) 

0  I1I/1/35 

May  30, 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Conraittee  1     Structure  and  Procedures 

SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  glgTTESBTE  MEETIHO  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building.   Room  223.  Mai  28,   1945»   SjftO  P.m. 


The  meeting  °f  the  Committee  vas  called  to  order  by  the 
Chairman  at  8i4o  p.m. 

1.   Report  b  the  Chairman  on  the  Work  of  the  Coonittee 


After  summarising  the  proceedings  of  the  previous 
the  Chairman  stated  that  the  status  of  the  work  of  Committee 
III/l  was  as  follows:  The  Committee  had  at  present  completed 
its  consideration  of  Sections  A  and  B  of  Chapter  VI,  with  the 
exception  of  the  examination  of  the  Mexican  amendment  to  para- 
graph 4  of  Section  B;  further  consideration  of  Section  C 
awaited  action  by  Subcommittee  III/l  XB;  the  Committee  had 
approved  the  first  throe  paragraphs  of  Section  D  and  had  ad- 
journed the  examination  of  a  Canadian  amendment  to  paragraph  4 
until  Committee  HI/3  had  completed  its  report;  paragraph  5 
of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  was  awaiting  action  by  Subcommittee 
III/1/B,  to  which  certain  amendments  respecting  this  para- 
graph had  been  referred.  The  Delegate  of  Mexico  pointod  out 
that  consideration  of  the  following  Mexican  amendments,  all 
of  which  had  not  been  included  in  the  above  summary  by  the 
Chairman,  had  been  postponed: 

Section  B,  Amendment  to  Paragraph  1 

Section  B,  Amendment  to  Paragraph  4 

Section  'D,  Amendment  to  Paragraph  4 

Section  D,  Amendment  to  Paragraph  5 

The  Chairman  agreed  that  this  would  be  recorded  in  the  minutes  . 
2.   Communication  Prom  the  Coordination  Committee 

The  Chairman  stated  that  the  Coordination  Committee  had 
roquostod  the  Committee  to  examine  tho  words  "bodies11  and 
11  agencies11  in  paragraph  2  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  to  ascertain 
whether  tho  two  words  were  different  in  moaning  since  the 
corresponding  French  words  "organes"  or  "organismes"  were 
identical  in  meaning.  In  the  absence  of  discussion,  tho 
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Chairman  suggested  that  the  question  might  be  referred  for 
Interpretation  to  the  sponsoring  governments •  If  the  terms 
were  similar  in  meaning,  one  might  be  deleted.  At  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Delegate  of  Australia,  with  which  the  Delegate 
of  the  United  Kingdom  concurred,  it  was  agreed  to  refer  the 
matter  to  the  Coordination  Committee. 

3  •  Election  of*  Judges 

The  Chairman  pointed  out  that  Committee  II/l  had  ndof>tod 
a  paragraph  providing  for  participation  by  the  General  Assembly 
in  the  election  of  judges  to  the  International  Court  of  Justice 
according  to  the  Statute  of  the  Court.  In  agreement  with  tho 
Delegate  of  Norway,  whose  proposed  amendment  to  Section  B  of 
Chapter  VI  had  been  referred  to  Committee  IV/1,  tho  Chairman 
proposed  that  Committee  III/l  adopt  a  provision  similar  to 
that  ppproved  by  Committee  II/l. 

Decision:  The  Committee  adopted,  bj;  r\  vote  of  34  to  0, 
without  discussion,  thrT'followin^  tex'iT  of  a  new  para- 
graph b  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI: 

"The  Security  Council  shall  participate  in  the 
election  of  the  judges  of  tho  International  Court  of 
Justice  in  accordance  with  the  Statute  of  the  Court." 

Draft  Report  of  the  Rapporteur  Covering  Section  A, 


Drart  Report 
Chapter  VI  ( 


The  Draft  Report  of  the  Rapporteur  covering  Section  A, 
Chapter  VI,  was  then  brought  up  for  discussion. 

The  Delegate  of  the  U.S.3.R.  observed  that  the  phrase 
"in  the  first  instance"  had  been  mistranslated  "lors  de  la 
premifere  6lection"  in  the  French  text  of  the  third  sentence 
of  Section  A.  He  suggested  that  a  more  accurate  phrose,  such 
as  "en  premier  lieu",  be  employed.  The  Delegate  of  Australia 
agreed  with  this  proposal  and  suggested  that  the  matter  be 
referred  to  the  Coordination  Committee.  This  was  agreed  upon. 

The  Delegate  of  Uruguay  asked  whether  the  term  "In  the  first 
instance"  referred  merely  to  the  first  portion  of  the  follow- 
ing phrase,  relating  to  the  contribution  of  members  toward 
tho  maintenance  of  peaoo  and,  the  other  purposes  of  the  Organi- 
zation, or  also  to  the  second  portion  of  the  phrase,  relating 
to  equitable  geographical  distribution.  He  had  beun  informed 
that,  grammatically,  the  phrase  covered  both  points. 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  stated  that  the  phrase 
"In  the  first  instance"  applied  to  the  first  criterion,  but 
that  since  this  might  result,  in  an  Inequitable  geographical 
distribution,  it  might  have  to  be  tempered  by  the  second 
criterion.  If  both  criteria  were  applied  in  the  first  instance, 
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what  would  be  applied  in  the  second  Instance*?  The  first  was 
the  governing,  major  criterion  and  the  other  was  secondary. 
This  interpretation  was  supported  by  the  Delegates  of  Canada 
and  Egypt.  The  Delegate  of  Uruguay  differed  with  this  view, 
stating  that  if  the  two  criteria  were  followed  ir  rhe  first 
instance,  there  were  other  criteria  which  might  also  be  fol- 
lowed. The  Delegate  of  Norway  also  considered  that  both 
criteria  should  be  governing  and  that  in  any  particular  case 
certain  unforeseen  criteria  might  also  bo  applied. 

The  Rapporteur  suggested  that  the  interpretations  of  this 
phrase  as  recorded  be  transmitted  to  the  Coordination  Com- 
mittee for  its  guidance.  The  Delegate  of  Australia  agreed 
that  the  matter  be  referred  to  the  Coordination  Committee  and 
indicated  that,  broadly  speaking,  he  considered,  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  phrase  given  by  the  Delegate  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  be  correct.  The  suggestion  to  refer  the  text,  as 
adopted,  to  the  Coordination  Committee  was  approved  by  the 
Chairman . 

The  Delegate  of  Brazil  called  attention  to  the  desira- 
bility of  omitting  the  words  "do  la  nrfoossit6"  from  the  French 
text  of  the  third  sentence  of  Section.  A,  .Chapter  VI,  since 
they  did  not  appear  in  the  English  version. 

The  Chairman  then  read  the  draft  report  of  the  Rapporteur 
prragrrph  by  paragraph.  In  enswcr  to  a  question  raised  by 
the  Delegate  of  Canado  the  Rapporteur  stoted  that  he  had  not 
elaborated  points  a)  to  f)  in  the  third  paragraph  on  page  2 
because  the  proposals  in  question  were  not  complicated  ones . 
The  Delegate  of  Mexico  suggested  that  the  clause  "or  semi- 
permanent members,  and  if  so,  what  should  be  the  criterion  for 
their  selection"  be  added  to  subheading  b)  after  the  following 
words:   "Whether  or  not  the  Security  Council  should  have 
permanent  members . fl 

This  was  approved  without  a  formal  vote. 

The  Delegate  of  Egypt  asked  why  the  proposal  relating  to 
geographical  distribution  was  not  given  more  prominence 
under  point  g).  He  accepted  the  reply  made  by  the  Delegate 
of  \ustralia  that  the  Rapporteur's  Report,  which  was  an  oxcel- 
lent  document  prepared  with  great  care,  was  only  intended  as 
a  summary,  and  that  nil  the  details  of  the  proceedings  were 
not  intended  to  be  included-. 

The  Delegate  of  Belgium  Inquired  whether  a  comma  fallowed 
the  word  "Organisation*  in  the  penultimate  line  in  the  first 
full  paragraph  on  page  3  of  tho  French  report^.  He  was  answered 
in  the  affirmative.  He  also  called  attention  tp  the  use  of 
two  different  terms  ftde  mSine11  and  "ainsl"  in  the  same  sense 
in  the  third  sentence  of  Section  A  on  pages  3  and  4.  The 
Chairman  stated  that  this  would  be  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Coordination  Committee. 
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Decision;  The  Conmittee  adopted  unanimously  the 

report  of  tho  Rapporteur,  vith  the  sllgKt  modifica- 
tions agreed  upon* 

The  Chairmon  expressed  the  gratitude  of  the  Committee  to 
the  Rapporteur  for  the  submission  of  his  excellent  report. 

The  Committee  adjourned  at  10  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

T    .  ..          *    xv_        J.        .  Doc.    658 

on  International  Organization  m/i/35 

ray  SO,   1945 

COMMISSION   HI        Security  Council 

Comitrf  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

COMPTE-BENDU  SOMMAIRE  DE  LA.  QPIHZIExTE  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
Veteran0  Building.  Salle  223,  le  28  mai  1945.  &  2Qh  40 

Le  President  declare  la  stance  ouverte  6.  20h  40. 
1,  Rapport  du  President  sur  Iss  traveux  du  Conit^ 

Aprfes  une  revue  sommelre  des  traveux  de  la  stance  pr£- 
c^dente,  le  President  expose  l!£tat  present  des  travaux  du 
Comit^  III/l:   Le  Comit£  a  termini  I'^tude  des  sections  A  et 
B  du  Chapltre  VI  &  I1  except  ion  de  I'examen  de  I'anendement 
mexicain  au  peragraphe  4  de  la  section  B;   la  reprise  de  l^x- 
amen  de  la  section  C  est  subordonn^e  aux  decisions  du  Sous- 
comit^  III/l/B;   le  Comitrf  a  approuv^  les  trois  premiers  para- 
graohes  de  la  section  D  et  re..:ls  &  plus  tard  I'examen  d'un 
amendement  canadlen  au  para^rache  4  Jusqu'fe  ce  que  le  Comlt^ 
HI/3  alt  termini  son  rapport;   le  paragraphe  5  de  la  section 
D  du  Chapltre  VI,  est  subordonn^  aux  decisions  du  Sous-co- 
mitrf  III/l/B,  auquel  ont  ^ttf  renvoy^s  certains  amendements 
concernant  ce  paragraphe.   Le  D£l£gu£  du  Kexique  fait  remar- 
quer  que  1'^tude  des  amendements  suivants  proposes  par  le 
Hexique,  dont  aucun  n!a  rfttf  coinpris  dans  le  sonunaire  ci- 
dessus  du  President,  a  tftrf  ajourn^e: 


Section  B,  Amendement  au  Paragraphe  1 

Section  B,  Amendement  au  Paragraphe  4 

Section  D,  Amendement  au  Paragraphe  4 

Section  D,  Amendement  au  Paragraphe  5 

Le  President  accepte  que  mention  en  soit  falte  dans  le 
compte-rendu. 

2.  Communication  du  Comitrf  de  Coordination 

Le  President  declare  que  le  Comltrf  de  Coordination  a 

au  Comit^  de  s1  as  surer  si  lee  mots  "bodies'1  et 
"agencies*  du  paragraphe  2  de  la  section  D  du  Cheoltre  VI 
ont  une  signification  dlff^rente,  rftant  donn£  que  les  mots 
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"organes11  et  "organ  isroes11  du  texte  francais  ont  le  m8me  sens. 
En  lr  absence  de  toute  discussion,  le  President  suggfere  de 
renvoyer  la  question  aux  gouvernements  invitants  pour  in- 
terpr^tation.   Si  ces  termes  ont  une  signif  icrtlon  semblable, 
lfun  d*eux  pourrait  fit  re  supprlm^.  Sur  la  suggestion  du 
D£l£gu£  de  I'Australle  appuy^e  par  le  D£l£gue£  du  Royaume- 
Unl,  11  est  dtfcld^  de  renvoyer  la  question  au  Comit^  de  Co- 
ordination. 

3.  Election  des  Juges, 

Le  President  fa.it  remarquer  que  le  Comltrf  II/l  a 
^  un  paragraphe  d!aprfes  lequel  lfAssenbl£e  G^n^rale 
particlperalt  '&  I1  Election  des  Ju^es  de  la  Cour  Interna- 
tionale de  Justice  c  enforcement  au  Statut  de  la  Cour. 
DT  accord  avec  le  D£l£gu£  de  la  Norvfere,  riont  I'amendement 
propos^  &  la  section  B  du  Chapltre  VI,  a  £t£  renvoy£  au 
Comit£  IV/1,  le  President  propose  que  le  Comit^  III/l 
adopte  une  disposition  senblable  &,  celle  cul  a  ^tef  approuv^e 
par  le  Comit^  II/l. 

Decision;  Le  CorrltX  adopte.  par  34^  voix,  sans  dis- 
cussion."" le  texte  svlvdnt  d!un  nouveau  parapraphe  6> 
de  la  section  B  du  Chapftre  VI; 

"  Le  Conseil  de  S^curit^  prendra  part  &  I1  Election 
des  juges  de  la  Cour  Internationale  de  Justice  en  con- 
formit-5  avec  le  Statut  de  la  Cour." 

4.  Projet  de  Rapport  du  Rapporteur  concernant  la  section  A 
du  ChapTtre  VI  (WD  59  III/1/STT. 

Le  projet  de  rapport  du  Rapporteur  concernant  la  section 
A  du  Chapltre  VI  fait  ensuite  l!objet  des  d^bats. 


Le  Mi^gueJ  de   I1  Union  Sovi^tique  renarque  que  les  termes 
"in  the  first   instance"   ont  tfte?  traduits  &  tort  par  les  mots 
lflors  de   la  premlfere  Election/     dans  le   texte  fran9ais  de 
la  troisifeme  phrase  de  la  section  A  et   suggdre  df  employer 
une   expression  plus  appropriate,   telle  que   "en  premier  lieu.11 
Le   Drflrfgurf  de  l!Australle  appuie  cette  proposition  et   sug- 
gfere   de  renvoyer  la  question  au  Comit£  de  Coordination. 
Cette  mesure  est  approuvtfe. 


Le  D£l£gu£  de  I1  Uruguay  desire  savoir  si  les  termes  t!in 
the  first  instance"  se  rapoortent  simplement  fe  la  prenlfere 
partie  de  la  phrase  suivante  concernant  la  contribution  des 
Etats.membres  au  maintien  de  la  paix  ainsi  qu'aux  autres 
buts  de  1!  Organisation,  ou  s!ils  sfappliquent  ^galement  Si 
la  deuxifeme  partie  de  la  phrase  conoernant  une  distribution 
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grfgraphique  Equitable.  II  a  4*4  Induit  ft  orolre  que,du 
point  de  vue  grammatical,  lie  s'appliqucnt  aux  deux  propo- 
sitions. 

Le  D4l£gu£  du  Royaume  Unl  soutlent  que  les  t  ernes  "in 
the  first  Instance11  s'appllquent  au  premier  crltfere,  mais 
que,  pulsqu'll  pourrait  en  r^sulter  une  distribution  grfo- 
graphlque  peu  Equitable,  ces  tennes  devraient  6tre  modifies 
par  le  deuxlfeme  orltfere.  81  les  deux  critferes  e'appliquent 
en  premier  lieu  quels  sont  oeux  qul  s'appllqueront  en  se- 
oond  lieu?  Le  plus  important  est  rfvldemment  le  premier 
critfere,  le  critSre  principal,  1'autre  est  subordonnrf.  Les 
D£l£gu£s  du  Canada  et  de  1'Egypte  appuient  cette  lnterpr£- 
tatlon.  Le  D^lrfgurf  de  I1  Uruguay  est  d'un  avis  different 
et  declare  que  si  les  deux  crltlres  s'appliquent  en  premier 
lieu,  11  existe  d'autres  crltferee  qui  pourraient  rfgalement 
6tre  observes.  Le  D£l£gu£  de  la  Norvfegre  estlme  a.ussi  que 
les  deux  critiree  devraient  avoir  la  mSme  valeur  et  que, 
pour  certains  cas  partlculiors,  d'autres  crltSres  non  pr^- 
vus  pourraient  rfgalement  Stre  observes. 

Le  Rapporteur  suggfere  de  renvoyer  pour  avis  au  Comlt£ 
de  Coordinetion  les  dlverses  interpretations  donn^es  fe, 
cette  phrase.  Le  D^ltfgu^  de  I1  Austral  ie  approuve  cette 
mesure  et  11  declare  que,  dans  ses  grandes  lignes,  l^n- 
terpr^tation  donnrfe  par  le  D^l^gu^  du  Royaume  Uni  lui 
paralt  correcte.  Le  President  approuve  la  succestlon  de 
renvoyer  le  texte  adopttf  au  Comlt£  de  Coordination. 

Le  Drfl^gurf  du  Br^sll  attire  Inattention  sur  I'int^rfit 
qu'll  y  aurait  &  omettre  les  mots  flde  la  n^cessit^"  du 
texte  franQals  de  la  trolsl&xne  phrase  de  la  section  A  du 
Chapltre  VI,  pusiqu'lls  ne  se  trouvent  pas  dans  le  texte 
anglais. 

Le  President  donne  ensulte,  paragraphe  par  paragraphe, 
lecture  du  projet  de  rapport  du  Rapporteur.  En  r^ponse  & 
une  question  soulevrfe  par  le  Drflrfgu^  du  Canada,  le  Rappor- 
teur declare  qu'il  ne  s'est  pas  rftendu  sur  les  points  com- 
pris  entre  a)  et  f  )  du  troislfeme  paragraphe  de  la  page  2 
parce  que  ces  propositions  ne  soul&vent  auoune  complica- 
tion. Le  D^l^gue?  du  Mexlque  sugg&re  d'aj  outer  au  sous- 
tit  re  b),  &  la  suite  des  mots  "si  oui  ou  non  le  Conseil  de 
Srfcuritd"  devralt  avoir  dee  membres  permanents11  ,  la  clause 
sulvante:  "ou  des  membres  semi  -permanent  a,  et  dans  oe  cas, 
quelle  seralt  la  rfegle  qul  d^terminerait  leur  cholx.w 

Cette  mesure  est  approuv^e,  sans  vote  formel, 

Le  IMl^gu^  de  l!Egypte  demande  pour  quo  1  on  n'a  pas 
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accord^  plus  d1  importance  k  la  proposition  relative  k  la 

distribution  g^graphique  ,  mentionn^e  au  point  g).      II  ac- 
cepte  I1  explication  qul  en  est  falte  par  le  D£l^gu£  de 
I'Australie,  d!aprfes  laquelle  le  rapport  du  Rapporteur, 
qui  est  un  document  excellent  pr4»r£  avec  le  plus  grand 
soin,   n'est  suppos£  6tre  qu'un  r£sum^  et  qufil  ne  pretend 
pas  contenlr  tous  les  details  des  d^bsts. 


Le  D£l£gu^  de  la  Belglque  demande  si  une  virgule  suit 
le  mot  "Organisation11  &  I'avant-dernlfere  llgne  du  premier 
paragraphe  de  la  page  3  clu  rapport  fran^ais.     II  lui  est 
refoondu  par  I1  affirmative.     II  a  attired  tfgalement  lf  atten- 
tion sur  I'emploi  de  deux  termes  dlffrfrents,   k  savoir, 
"de  mfime"  et  "ainsl,"  pris  dans  le  mSme   sens  &  la  troisifeme 
phrase  de  la  section  A,  pages  3  et  4.     Le  Pr£sic?3nt  declare 
que  ce  point  sera  signal^  &  I1  attention  du  Corit^  c^e  Coord 
nation. 

Decision;     Le  Comit^  afopte  ^  I'unanlr.lttf  le  rarvport 
du  Rapporteurj   eveo  les  l^&ree  moflif  ioations"lS?c"id?es< 

Le  Pr^sic'ent  exprims  au  Rapoorteur  les  remerciements  du 
Comlttf  pour  1'excellent  rapport  qu'll  a  sounis. 

La  stance  est  levrfe  Ji  22  h. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organisation  m/l/37ENGLISH)  * 

June  8,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


STATEMENT  BY  MR.  JOHN  SOFIANOPOUL03  ,  CHAIRMAN 
'  w 


ib  FKOCVEJbUMss  OF  THE  oECTTRlTY  COUNCIL 


There  Is  attached  a  "Statement  by  the  Pour  Sponsoring 
Governments  on  the  Voting  Procedure  in  the  Security  Council." 
This  statement  was  prepared  in  response  to  a  questionnaire 
submitted,  on  May  22,  19^5,  to  the  representatives  of  the 
sponsoring  governments  on  Subcommittee  III/l/B  of  Technical 
Committee  III/l  on  the  Structure  and  Procedures  of  tho 
Security  Council  by  tho  seven  other  members  of  tho  Subcom- 
mittee. It  has  now  boen  presented  to  Subcommittee  III/l  /B. 

In  vlow  of  the  great  intorost  which  has  been  shown  in 
the  question  of  the  voting  procedure  in  the  Security  Council, 
and  on  the  recommendation  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B,  I  am  re- 
leasing this  statement  to  the  full  membership  of  Committee 
III/l,  and  simultaneously  to  the  press. 


*(Xftrad  without  attaobwnt;  rapenedeA  ty  Bte.861    Hl/1/37  (l), 
Mr  tte  Utter  Me  p. 710] 

3932 


429 

The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  m/l/38(FR"  EN<*'  * 

June  8,   1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  CouncU 

Comlte  1   Organisation  et  Procedure       


ORDRE  DU  JOUR  D£  LA  BSIZIEME  SEANCE  jffi  OOMITE  III/l 
9  Juin  JL945  a  20  h.30 

(1)  Expose  deo  travaux  de  la  seance  t>recedente 

(2)  Communloatlons  du  President 

(3)  Examen  du  rapport  du  Soug-comite  III/l/B 

(4)  Examen  des  questions  non  encore  epulsees  soulevees 
par  lee  Sections  B,  C  et  D  du  Chapitre  VI  des  Pro-* 
positions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 

(5)  Autres  questions 

AfflSNDA  FOR  SIXTEENTH  MEETING-  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
June  £,  1945 .  8;30  v.m. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous 
meeting 

(2)  Announcements  by  the  Chairman 

(5)  Consideration  of  the  report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B 

(4)  Consider at Ion 3 of  unfinished  business  with  respect 
to  Sections  B,  0  and  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals 

(5)  Other  business 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 
on  International  Organization 

June  10, 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  SIXTEENTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223.  June  %,  1945.  8;30  £.m. 

The  meeting  vas  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at 
8:30  p.m. 

1.  Statement  of  Business  Transacted  at  Previous  Meetings 

The  Chairman,  In  summarizing  the  status  of  the  vork 
of  the  Committee,  stated  that  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  and 
the  report  relative  thereto  had  been  approved  and  sent 
to  the  Coordination  Committee. 

The  Committee  .had  adopted  the  Canadian  amendment 
concerning  the  submission  of  annual  and  special  reports 
to  the  General  Assembly  as  a  final  sentence  to  paragraph  1, 
Section  B,  Chapter  VI.  The  Committee  had  also  adopted 
a  nev  paragraph  6,  Section  B,  when  it  unanimously  approved 
a  Norwegian  amendment  concerning  the  participation  of  the 
Security  Council  in  the  election  of  Judges  of  the  Inter- 
national Court  of  Justice.  Section  B  had  been  approved 
vith  the  proviso  that  the  Committee  had  yet  to  discuss 
the  tvo  Mexican  amendments  to  paragraphs  1  and  4. 

As  regards  Section  C,  the  general  discussion  had 
been  concluded  and  the  Committee  had  decided  to  adjourn 
the  examination  of  amendments  to  this  Section  until  re- 
ceipt of  the  report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B.  The  Sub- 
committee had  been  entrusted  vith  the  task  of  clarifying 
the  Interpretation  of  Section  C,  particularly  vith  respect 
to  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  "veto11  under  Chapter  VIIl 
end  vith  special  reference  to  Section  A.  The  Subcommittee 
had  decided  that  its  members,  other  than  those  represent- 
ing the  sponsoring  governments,  should  submit  a  single 
consolidated  questionnaire  to  the  sponsoring  governments 
In  order  that  the  latter  might  furnish  a  unified  reply  as 
to  the  interpretation  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI.  The  vork 
of  the  Subcommittee  had  been  completed  in  this  respect 
and  the  reply  of  the  sponsoring  governments,  as  veil  as 
the  report  of  the  Subcommittee,  vere  before  the  Committee. 
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The  Committee  was  therefore  In  a  position  to  take  up  the 
matters  still  outstanding,  that  la,  the  consideration  of 
paragraphs  4  and  5  of  Section  D,  the  reservations  concept- 
Ing  paragraphs  1  and  4  of  Section  B,  and  the  whole  of 
Section 


In  addition,  the  Committee  had  approved  paragraphs  1, 
2.  and  3  of  Section  D,  Although  paragraphs  4  and  5  hud 
also  been  approved  on  the  first  reading,  the  Committee 
had  decided  to  discuss  and  to  vote  upon  the  Canadian  and 
Mexican  amendments  to  paragraph  4  (Doc.  360,  pp,  14*15) 
at  the  appropriate  time,  that  Is,  after  Committee  111/3 
had  presented  Its  report.  However,  at  the  joint  meeting 
of  Subcommittees  IIlA/B  and  III/3/A  held  on  May  31,  after 
the  adoption -of  a  new  text  submitted  by  the  Delegate  of 
the  United  Kingdom  to  be  Inserted  between  paragraphs  5 
and  6  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VIII.  trie  Delegate  of  Canada 
had  withdrawn  his  own  amendment  to  Section  JJ,  Chapter  VIII, 
and  also  his  previous  amendment  to  paragraph  4,  Section  D, 
Chapter  VI.  Therefore  the  Committee  had  only  to  consider 
the  Mexican  amendment,  which  waa  the  only  amendment  re- 
maining on  Its  agenda  (see  Doo.  3oO,  p.  15)  relating  to 
paragraph  4,  Section  D,  Chapter  VI. 

As  regards  paragraph  5  of  Section  D,  the  Committee 
had  first  adopted  the  amendment  of  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments by  adding  a  new  sentence  at  the  end  of  the  para- 
graph. The  Committee  had  decided  to  resume  at  the  appro- 
priate time,  that  Is,  after  the  receipt  of  report  of  Sub- 
committee Iil/l/b.  the  consideration  of  the  amendments 
proposed  thereto  oy  -the  Delegations  of  Canada,  Mexico, 
the  Netherlands,  Chile,  Ethiopia,  and  a  new  paragraph 
proposed  by  Liberia. 

It  should  be  nbted  that  the  Delegate  of  Canada  had 
withdrawn  his  original  amendment  to  paragraph  5,  Section  D , 
Chapter  VI,  and  had  submitted  In  lieu  thereof  a  new  amend- 
ment taking  Into  account  the  sponsoring  governments9  amend- 
ment and  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Netherlands  to 
that  paragraph.  The  Committee  would  therefore  have  to 
examine,  at  the  appropriate  moment,  the  new  text  of  the 
Canadian  amendment  end  the  amendments  of  Mexico,  the 
Netherlands,  Chile,  and  Ethiopia;  It  would  then  take  up 
the  new  paragraph  o  proposed  by  Liberia. 

2.  Questions  Referred  to  Committee  III/l  by  the 
Steering  Committee 

The  Chairman  announced  that  the  Committee  also  had 
on  Its  order  of  business  two  questions  referred  to  It  by 
the  Steering  Committee  by  deplslons  adopted  on  June  8. 
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In  its  meeting  of  that  date  the  Steering  Committee  had 
decided  to  refer  to  Committee  IIlA  the  question  of  the 
voting  procedure  In  the  Security  Council  for  the  nomina- 
tion of  a  Secretary  General.  The  Committee  vaa  specifi- 
cally requested  to  consider  the  vords  "made  by  an  affirm* 
ative  vote  of  seven  members11  in  the  proposed  text  of  paror 
graph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  V.  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro- 
posals, as  approved  by  Committee  I I/I  on  May  25,  194$. 

The  Steering  Committee  also  decided  that  the  proposed 
text  of  paragraph  8,  Section  B,  Chapter  V.  of  the  Dumbarton 
Cedes  Proposals,  as  amended  by  Committee  II/2  on  May  30,  19*15, 
relating  to  the  receipt  and  consideration  by  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  reports  of  the  Security  Council,  should  be  re- 
considered by  that  Committee  in  consultation  vith  Com- 
mittee Ill/I  and,  if  necessary,  vith  Committee  HI/3,  in 
order  that  there  might  be  prepared  a  joint  redraft  of 
the  said  paragraph* 

The  Chairman  then  proposed  that  the  Committee  set 
up  a  new  subcommittee  to  be  called  Subcommittee  III/l/C 
to  deal  vith  this  question  In  consultation  vith  the  appro- 
priate subcommittee  of  Committee  II/8  and  the  subcommittee 
be  composed  of  the  Delegates  of  Brazil,  China,  France, 
Norway,  Union  of  South  Africa,  Soviet  Union,  United  Kingdom, 
and  United  States. 

The  Delegate  of  Australia  expressed  the  vlev  that 
the  voting  requirements  governing  the  nomination  of  the 
Secretory  General  vere  on  Integral  part  of  the  general 
problem  of  voting  in  the  Security  Council,  and  should  be 
discussed  as  such. 


The  Committee 


Decision:  ^_^ 

vote,  to  constitute  Subcol 


ed.  without  a 

mf          ------  ----  -----  . Jmltlfee  III/l/C  to  be 

composed  or  the  l5elegates  or  Brasll.  China f 


fronce^aforvay 
Jnion.  United 


consider  in 
subcommittee 


e  reports  oi 
"Tneral  Assembly. 

3.  Report  of  Subcommittee  111/l/B  (Doc,  883) 

At  the  request  of  the  Chairman,  the  Secretary  read 
the  report  dated  June  9,  1945  (Doc.  883)  submitted  by 
Mr.  Blalsdell,  Chairman  of  Subcommittee  III/1/fe. 


The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  appealed  for  the 
some,  spirit  or  cooperation  on  the  port  of  all  the  members 
of  the  Committee  as  had  been  displayed  by  the  sponsoring 
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governments  In  reaching  agreement  on  a  unified  Interpretation 
of  the  Security  Council  voting  procedure*  He  declared  that 
the  delegates  vere  here  assembled  to  endeavor  to  create  in 
harmony  and  unity  a  world  organization  of  all  the  United 
Nations.  Their  purpose  was  to  fashion  Instrumentalities  to 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  horrors  of  war  and  to  compose, 
rather  than  excite,  differences  among  nations*  He  pointed 
out  that  the  Subcommittee  had  decided  at  Its  Initial  meeting 
that  the  delegates  of  the  sponsoring  governments  should  make  a 
unified  written  reply  to  the  questions  submitted  to  them, 
and  not  necessarily  give  definite  positive  or  negative  answers 
thereto*  The  Initial  differences  among  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments on  the  Interpretation  of  the  voting  procedure  had  boon 
resolved  In  a  spirit  of  complete  unity.  Although  certain 
members  of  the  Committee  might  ask  for  more  specific  answers, 
It  was  Impossible  to  glvo  an  exact  Interpretation  which  would  ' 
foresee  all  future  contingencies*  The  final  responsibility 
as  to  tho  Interpretation  would  rest  with  oach  Individual 
delegate  when  ho  cast  his  vote  on  tho  basis  of  his  own  Judg- 
ment and  all  available  Information.  It  was  Impossible  to 
arrive  at  a  universally  acceptable  Interpretation  of  any 
phrase  or  document  whatsoever.  He  folt  that  the  construction 
placed  upon  tho  voting  procedure  by  tho  sponsoring  governments 
and  France  was  essential  to  the  welfare  and  strength  of  the 
Organization*  He  emphasized  that  there  should  be  no  distinc- 
tion in  the  world  organization  between  little  powers,  middle 
powers,  and  groat  powers.  Tho  last,  because  of  their  resources, 
had  a  larger  degree  of  responsibility  for  the  maintenance 
of  peace  than  the  others,  but  that  was  not  a  responsibility 
which  they  had  sought.  There  was  no  aggressor  spirit  nor 
desire  of  conquest  In  their  effort  to  preserve  the  peace  of 
the  world  In  which  all  would  be  gainers*  All,  he  folt  sure, 
wanted  to  work  together  without  any  boundary  lines*  The 
Delegate  of  tho  United  States  gcve  his  plodge  that  one  of  the 
sponsoring  powers,  his  country,  had  no  ambition  except  the 
ambition  to  preserve  peace;  It  sought  no  territories  and  no 
conquest  but  only  cooperation  with  the  other  nations  of  the 
earth*  In  conclusion,  he  appealed  to  tho  delegates  to  go  for- 
ward In  the  creation  of  this  world  organization.  "Wo  have 
beon  comrades  in  arms  In  waging  a  war  and  achieving  a  victory,11 
he  sold,  "let  us  remain  comrades  In  arms*  Let  us  work  to- 
gether in  a  flno  spirit  of  harmony  and  unity  In  achieving 
the  establishment  of  a  world  organization  to  prevent 
aggression*11 

The  Delegate  of  Australia  pointed  out  that  the  question 
of  voting  was  a  technical  matter  which  had  beon  referred  to 
a  technical  subcommittee.  This  subcommittee  had  drafted  ques- 
tions to  which  they  had  asked  answers  by  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments* He  emphasized  that  It  was  the  duty  of  the  members 
of  the  Committee,  not  only  to  the  Conference  but  also  to 
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their  own  peoples,  to  examine  every  proposal  put  before  them 
vlth  the  greatest  care.  He  believed  that  the  technical  conv- 
mlttees  of  the  Conference  hod  worked  very  hard  and,  as  a  result, 
had  Introduced  many  Improvements  Into  the  draft  Charter  that 
had  been  laid  before  them.  OSia  Statement  by  the  Delegations 
of  the  Four  Sponsoring  Governments  now  before  the  Committee 
vas  concerned  vlth  a  Question  of  supreme  Imprtance.  It  vas 
the  duty  of  the  delegates  to  make  a  report  on  the  moaning  of 
this  document  as  to  the  application  of  the  veto  and  then  to 
decide  whether  or  not  to  accept  It.  Re  had  prepared  an 
analysis  of  this  document  vhlch  he  asked  the  Secretary  to 
circulate.  Explaining  that  this  had  been  prepared  vlth  some 
haste  and  might  contain  errors,  he  then  read  his  paper, 
entitled  n Voting  Procedure  In  the  Security  Council11  (see 
Annex  A). 

In  conclusion,  the  Delegate  of  Australia  declared  that 
should  this  Committee  and  this  Conference  accept  the  voting 
procedure  proposed  by  tho  sponsoring  governments  his  country 
vould  accept  the  verdict  of  the  Conference.  He  had  felt 
that  he  had  performed  his  duty  as  a  delegate  In  attempting 
to  set  forth  clearly  vhat  that  voting  procedure  meant* 
While  he  did  not  feel  that  he  could  go  back  to  his  country 
and  justify  the  retention  of  the  "veto"  on  matters  of  con- 
ciliation, he  could  tell  his  people  that  the  United  States 
Delegate  had  said  that  the  "veto11  vould  not  be  used  capri- 
ciously and  that  the  Sovlot  Delegate  had  told  the  press 
that  the  five  gyeat  powers  vould  rarely  exercise  the  veto. 
If  that  vas  the  case,  he  asked  vhy  the  "veto11  vas  retained 
vlth  respect  to  conciliation,  and  If  the  Statement  by  tho 
Sponsoring  Governments  vas  their  last  word. 

The  Representative  of  Egypt  felt  that  all  peoples  recog- 
nized that  the  var  had  been  von  and  that  peace  vould  be 
assured  through  the  unity  of  the  four  great  povers.  The 
small  powers  desired  a  successful  Conference  as  greatly  as 
any  one  but  they  also  desired  clarity,  vhlch  vas  vhy  the  list 
of  questions  had  been  framed  concerning  tho  voting  procedure. 
Those  questions  vere  not  hypothetical  but  vore  based  upon 
passages  In  the  proposed  Charter.  He  gave  the  following 
examples  of  uncertainties:  (l)  While  parties  to  a  dispute 
must  abstain  from  voting.  It  vould  still  be  possible  for  a 
situation  to  arise  In  vhlch  the  parties  to  the  dispute  woro 
not  yet  clearly  defined.  In  such  a  case  vould  on  Interested 
power  be  able  to  veto  Inquiry  and  Investigation  and  thus 
prevent  tho  dispute  from  reaching  a  point  vhere  parties  vould 
be  required  to  abstain  from  voting?  (2)  Vlth  respect 
to  procedure,  no  veto  Is  possible  but  In  certain 
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oases  a  question  might  arise  as  to  whether  the  matter 
under  consideration  was  procedural  or  not.  Should  not 
the  Security  Council  refer  such  a  question  to  a  Commis- 
sion of  Jurists?  Paragraph  6  of  the  document  presented 
by  the  four  sponsoring  governments  seemed  to  be  a  paean  of 
praise  of  the  veto  and  he  therefore  asked  for  removal  of 
the  passage  in  order  to  maintain  the  argument  on  a  tech- 
nical rather  tbon  an  emotional  level.  Be  concluded  by 
saying  that  most  people  did  not  want  the  veto  but  did 
want  unity  among  the  powers.  Therefore,  they  wanted  to 
know  clearly  what  the  veto  meant  so  that  if  they  had  to 
make  sacrifices  they  would  know  what  those  sacrifices 
entailed. 

The  Representative  of  the  United  Kingdom  emphasized 
that  very  great  progress  toward  a  world  organisation  had 
been  made.  The  willingness  of  the  great  powers  to  accept 
the  obligations  laid  down  in  the  Charter,  and  the  spirit 
in  which  they  had  associated  themselves  with  the  small 
powers  in  the  Council,  reprdsented  one  of  the  most  ro- 
markable  advances  in  all  human  history.  At  Dumbarton 
Oaks,  the  framers  of  the  proposals  hod  concentrated  in 
their  discussion  of  voting  upon  the  difficult  question  of 
parties  to  a  dispute.  It  had  not  occurred  to  them  that 
a  procedure  in  operation  for  20  years  in  the  Covenant  of 
the  League  would  be  questioned.  There  had  been  no  idea 
that  there  should  not  be  recognition  of  the  differenti- 
ation among  the  power a,  for  history  showed  that  it  was 
impossible,  by  the  vote  of  small  powers,  to  require  groat 
powers  to  agree  to  take  action  for  the  maintenance  of 
peace.  Such  a  situation  could  bo  brought  about  only  If 
a  world  state  were  croated.  The  questions  raised  in  this 
Committee  had  not  been  anticipated.  That  was  the  principal 
reason  why  the  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  at  the  ninth 
meeting  of  the  Committee,  who  was  regrettably  absent  now, 
had  said  some  things  which  in  the  long  run  ho  could  not 
quite  Justify. 

At  this  point  the  Delegate  of  New  Zealand  asked  if 
the  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  at  the  ninth  meeting 
had  not  corrected  the  report  of  his  remarks  which  was 
circulated  to  the  Committee.  The  New  Zealand  Delegate 
later  pointed  out  that  he  had  corrected  the  verbatim 
record  of  his  own  questions  before  they  were  circulated 
and,  he  presumed,  the  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  had 
likewise  done  so. 

The  Representative  of  the  United  Kingdom  continued 
by  saying  that  he  did  not  know  what  the  Delegate  of 
Australia  meant  by  a  "veto"  on  conciliation.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  statement  by  the  four  sponsoring  govern- 
ments explained  clearly  why  tne  "veto"  must  remain.  He 
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doubted  if  many  of  the  hypothetical  situations  envisaged 
by  the  questions  raised  would  ever  occur,  and  pointed 
out  that  any  organisation  could  easily  be  shovn  to  be 
faulty  by  raising  such  questions.  He  oonoluded  with  the 
thought  that  had  been  expressed  recently  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States ,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  five 
powers  to  serve,  and  not  to  dominate,  and  he  felt  that 
that  was  the  spirit  in  which  the  statement  by  the  sponsor- 
ing governments  had  been  made. 

The  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  stated  that  the  imme- 
diate reaction  in  most  countries  to  publication  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  was  that  the  five  great  powers 
would  act  with  full  unanimity  to  preserve  the  peace  of 
the  world;  that  they  had  agreed  upon  certain  principles 
and  policies  for  thQ  establishment  of  an  Organization  for 
the  maintenance  of  peace  and  security;  and  that  the  other 
nations  of  the  world  would  be  given  an  opportunity  to  be 
consulted  at  the  present  Conference .   It  was  to  be  ex- 
pected that  those  states  which  did  not  participate  in 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  discussions  would  have  certain  views 
differing  from  those  which  the  sponsoring  governments  had 
accepted  after  full  discussion,  A  question  which  had 
occupied  the  minds  of  the  statesmen  of  other  countries 
was  the  procedure  to  be  adopted  when  unanimity  of  the 
great  powers  was  not  achieved  in  on  emergency  affecting 
the  peace  of  the  world.  He  felt  that  when  a  deadlock 
occurred  in  the  Security  Council,  the  matter  should  be 
referred  to  the  General  Assembly,  as  representative  of 
all  the  United  Nations,  to  take  action  in  the  interests 
of  peace. 

The  statement  by  the  sponsoring  governments  in  reply 
to  the  questions  submitted  hod  furnished  satisfactory 
answers  to  certain  of  the  questions  but  had  furnished 
none  to  others.   A  direct  answer  to  the  questions  would 
have  simplified  the  decision  by  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mit tee,  as  to  the  final  action  to  be  token  on  Section  C. 
He  then  read  questions  20  and  21  of  the  Questionnaire  on 
Voting  in  the  Security  Council  (Doc.  855).  Those  ques* 
tions,  which  were  originally  submitted  by  him.  as  well  as 
by  the  Delegate  of  Australia,  related  to  the  legal  effect 
of  an  abstention  from  voting  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  3,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI.  He  considered  the 
answers  to  these  questions  a  highly  Important  matter 
which  would  affect  the  manner  in  which  certain  uortbers 
of  the  Committee  would  vote  finally  on  Section  C.  Did 
on  abstention  have  the  same  legal  effect  as  a  negative 
vote?  Paragraph  3  of  Section  C  clearly  stated  that  in 
all  but  procedural  matters,  decisions  of  the  Security 
Council  should  be  mode  by  a  qualified  majority,  that  is, 
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by  a  majority  of  seven  members  including  the  vote  of  the 
five  permanent  members.  Therefore,  If  a  permanent,  member, 
party  to  a  disputp,  abstained  from  voting,  there  would 
not  be  a  qualified  majority  of  seven  members  since  only 
four  permanent  members  vould  cast  their  votes.  There  was 
a  gap  In  the  Proposals  In  this  respect  since  there  was 
no  provision  for  a  majority  on  substantive  questions  other 
than  a  qualified  majority  Including  the  votes  of  the 
five  permanent  members.  It  was  essential  to  clarify 
vhat  majority  vould  be  operative  In  the  case  of  an  ab- 
stention, unless  the  Security  Council  vere  to  bo  pre- 
cluded from  acting  when  a  permanent  member  abstained 
from  voting. 

The  Delegate  of  Canada  hoped  that  the  Committee 
vould  not  be  asked  to  take  a  vote  on  the  Interpretative 
statement  of  the  sponsoring  governments  as  a  whole  but 
rather  be  asked  to  vote  on  the  actual  text  of  the  Dum- 
barton Oaks  Proposals. 

The  Chairman,  in  closing  the  meeting,  expressed  his 
gratitude  to  all  the  members  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B  and 
to  its  Chairman  for  the  splendid  vork  that  they  had 
accomplished. 

The  meeting  vas  adjourned  at  11:35  P.nu 
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STATEMENT  BY  THE  DELEGATE  OP  AUSTRALIA  CIRCULATED  AT 
THE  SIXTEENTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  I I I/I,  JUNE  9t  19*5 

Voting  Procedure  In  the  Security  Council 

1.  The  issuo  nov  confronting  the  Committee  Is  not 
purely  one  of  Interpretation  nor  purely  one  of  policy, 
but  Is  complex,  comprising  both  elements.  The  question  of 
Interpretation  Is  whether  the  Committee  agrees  with  the 
views  nov  expressed  by  the  sponsoring  governments  regard- 
ing the  application  of  the  veto  In  the  Security  Council 
under  Chapter  VI,  Section  C.   The  question  of  policy  Is 
whether  the  voting  formula  should  be  clarified  or  amended 
In  order  to  Insure  an  effective  procedure  for  concilia- 
tion, I.e.,  the  peaceful  settlement  of  disputes  between 
nations. 

2.  The  question  of  Interpretation  turns  on  the 
meaning  to  be  given  to  the  phrase  "procedural  matters11 
In  Chapter  VI,  Section  C.   On  this  point  It  Is  submitted 
that  the  Joint  statement  Is  not  satisfactory  for  a  number 
of  reasons. 

3.  The  Interpretation  given  by  the  Joint  statement 
Is  not  based  on  gny  consistent  principle.   In  some  re- 
spects It  Is  unduly  narrow,  In  others  perhaps  surprisingly 
wide.   In  Its  application  to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  It 
Is  far  more  restrictive  than  the  Interpretation  given  by 
the  representative  of  one  of  the  sponsoring  governments 
when  the  matter  was  last  before  the  Committee. 

4.  Tho  Joint  statement  answers  directly  only  one 
of  the  22  questions,  though  these  were  asked  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  sponsoring  governments  themselves. 

The  answer  they  would  have  given  to  some  of  the  questions 
is  reasonably  clear,  but  in  others  the  matter  Is  left 
altogether  at  large.   In  a  few  Instances  the  correct- 
ness of  the  answer  Implied  la  open  to  grave  question. 
Under  paragraphs  3  and  4  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  for 
example,  the  Security  Council  is  not  merely  empowered, 
but  is  imperatively  required,  to  talco  a  particular  course 
of  action  or  make  a  certain  choice.  When  the  Security 
Council* s  power  is  thus  associated  with  a  duty  to  exercise 
it.  the  decision  is  limited  to  questions  of  time  and 
method,  and  could  fairly  bo  treated  as  procedural.  Yet 
the  Joint  statement  plainly  treats  these  decisions  as 
subject  to  the  veto. 
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5.  The  joint  statement  gives  no  weight  to  the  fact 
that  Section  A  is  devoted  almost  wholly  to  the  choice  x>f 
one  or  other  of  a  number  of  steps  which  vere  described 
in  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  text  as  "procedures11  for  the  peace- 
ful settlement  of  disputes.  (Dumbarton  Oaks  text,  Chap- 
ter VIII,  A,  J,  and  VIII,  B,  1.)  The  context  gives  little 
justification  for  the  narrow  interpretation  placed  es- 
pecially on  Chapter  VIII.  Section  A,  by  the  joint  state- 
ment as  contrasted  with  the  broad  interpretation  placed 
on  Chapter  VI,  Section  D. 

6.  The  net  effect  of  the  joint  statement  is  that 
n consideration  and  discussion  by  the  Council"  of  a  dis- 
pute or  situation  is  the  only  matter  under  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  A,  that  cannot  be  blocked  by  a  permanent  member. 
It  Is  important  to  understand  that  the  words  "consider- 
ation and  discussion99  are  used  in  the  joint  statement  In 
a  much  narrower  sense  than  they  ordinarily  bear.  In 
ordinary  speech  "consideration99  of  a  dispute  would  Include 
calling  for  reports,  hearing  witnesses,  or  even  the 
appointment  of  a  commission  of  investigation.  The 

joint  statement,  however,  treats  the  veto  as  applicable 
to  a  decision  to  use  any  of  those  procedures.  It  Is  only 
"consideration  and  discussion"  of  a  very  preliminary  and 
restricted  character  that  Is  to  be  free  of  the  veto.  It 
may  be  said  that,  without  veto,  the  Council  can  only 
discuss  whether  a  dispute  aan  be  discussed,  and  can  only 
investigate  whether  it  should  be  investigated. 

7.  The  Importance  of  the  fact  that  such  consideration 
and  discussion  is  free  of  the  veto  must  not  be  under- 
estimated, and  the  joint  statement  represents  a  sub- 
stantial Advance  over  a  blanket  veto.  On  the  other  hand, 

a  system  for  the  peaceful  settlement  of  disputes  in  which 
everything  except  preliminary  consideration  and  dis- 
cussion of  this  limited  character  is  to  be  subject  to 
the  veto  is  not  an  effective  methocTof  conciliation. 
The  only  argument  put  forward  in  support  of  it  by  the 
joint  statement  is  that  all  subsequent  decisions  "may 
well  have  major  political  consequences,  and  may  even 
initiate  a  chain  of  events  which  might,  in  the  end,  re- 
quire the  Council  under  Its  responsibilities  to  invoke 
measures  of  enforcement  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B" 
This  Is  true.  But  it  is  for  this  very  reason  that  the 
exercise  of  a  veto  to  block  conciliation  of  disputants- 
even  where  both  disputants  seek  conciliation— will  pre- 
vent the  dispute  from  being  composed  and  will  be  more 
likely  to  cause  serious  consequences  in  the  way  of  a 
breach  of  the  peace. 

8.  The  matter  stands  at  present  In  so  confused  a 
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condition  that,  If  the  present  text  of  the  voting  pro- 
cedure stands  without  amendment,  steps  should  be  taken 
to  secure  the  opinion  of  tho  International  Court  of 
Justice  on  the  question  of  Interpretation  Involved. 

9.  But  the  simpler,  and  preferable,  course  Is  to 
make  sure  by  amendment  that  the  veto  Is  clearly  In- 
applicable to  any  decision  of  the  Security  Council  under 
the  section  dealing  yJth  tho  peaceful  adjustment  of  dis- 
putes. 

10.  The  matter  of  the  veto  assumes  greater  Impor- 
tance because  of  the  fact  that,  under  the  present  draft, 
each  of  the  five  great  powers  could  block  any  amendment 
of  the  Charter. 
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on  International  Organization  DOO.  -897  (FRENCH) 
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Commission  I   Organisation  et  Procedure 


OOMPTE  RENDU  RESUME  DE  LA  8EIZIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  IIlA 
Veterans  Building,  Salle  225,  9  Juln  1945,  2 Oh. 50 

Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a  20h.30. 

1.  Rynnrt  aur  ^  travail  accompli  par  i£  Comlte  jgyu  ooure 
dee  seances  preoedentes 

Le  President,  reeumant  I1 ensemble  des  travaux  ac compile  par 
le  Oomlte,  declare  que  la  Section, A,,  du  Chapltre  VI,  alnsl 
que  le  rapport  oorrespfendant  ont  ete  appro uvee  et  soumls  au 
Oomlte  de  Coordination. 

Le  Oomlte  a  adqpte  l^smendement  oanadlen  relatlf  a  la  ^pre- 
sentation a  I1 Assembles  General e  de  rapports  annuels  et  spe- 
olaux:  oet  amendement  f ormera  la  derniere  jjhrase  £u  paragra^he 
1.  Section, B,  du  Chfpltre  VI.  Le  Comlte  a  egalement  adopt  e  a 
1'unanlmltc  un  nouveau  paragraphe  6,  Seotlon  B  qul  falsalt 
lfobjet  d(un  amendement^norreglen  conoemant  la  participation 
du  Consell  de  Seourlte  a  V  election  des  Juges  a  la  Cour  Inter- 
nationale de  Justice.,  La  Seotlon  B  ,a  ete  approuvee  ovec  la 
reserve  que  le  Comlte  dlscutera  ulterieurement  les  deux  omen- 
dement  B  mexlcalns  aux  paragrapbes  1  et  4. 

En  oe #qul  conoerne  la  Section  0,  la  discussion  generale 
eat  termlnee^et  le  Comlte  e  decicle^de  rerjvoyer  lfexamen  des 
amendements  a^cette  section  Juequ'fl  la, reception  du, rapport 
du  Sous-corn! te  III/l/B,  Le  Sous-comlte  a  ete  charge  de  pre- 
oiser  I1 interpretation  de  la.  Section  C,  psrticulierement  en  oe 
qul  conoerne  I'exeroioe  du  droit  de  veto  prevu  au  Ohppitre  VIII, 
et  partioulierement  en  Delation  avec  la  Section  A.  Le  Soup- 
oomite  a  decide  que  ses  membres  a  lf exception  de  ceux  qul  re- 
presentent  les  gouvernements  Invltants,  devraient  soumettre 
aux  gouvernements  invitants  un  questionnaire  oommun  afln  que 
ceux-cl  pulssent  unifier  leurs  reponses  BUT  I1 interpretation 
de  la  Section  0,  du  Ohapitre  V^»  Le  travail  du  Soue-comite 
a  ce  Bujet  eat  termlne  et  la  reponse  des  ,gouvernements  Invl- 
tanti  alnai  que  le  rapport  du  Sous-comlte,  ont  ete  soumls  au 
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Oomite,,  Le  Gomite  eat.  par  consequent,  &  mfime  de  traiter  lee 
questions  en  euspens,  A  aavolr  I1  etude  dee  paragraphes  4  et  8 
de  la  Section  D.  lee  reeervee  ooncernant  lee  paragraphee  1 
et  4  de  la  Section  Bf  et  la  Section  toute  entiere. 

En  outre,  le  Comlte  a  apprcmve  lee  paragraphee  1.  2  et  5 
$e  la  Section  D.  ,Q»olque  lee  paragraphee  4  et  6  alent^ete\ 
egalement  approuvee  en  premiere  lecture,  le  Coraite  a  deeide 
d'examiner  et  de  mettre  aux  vole  I'amendement  eanadlen  et 
mexicain  au  paragraphe  4  (Doc.  560,  pp  14-15)  ai|  moment  vrtulu, 
c'est  a  dlref  apr&e  que  le  Oomlte  III/Z  aura  preeente  eon 
rapport  •  Toutefols,  au  ooure  de  la  seance  commune  dee  Sous- 
oooitee  IIlA/B  et  III/5/A,  tenue  le  51  mai.  et  a  la  euite  de 
I1  adopt  Ion  d'un  nouveau  texte  dont  I1  Insert  ion  entre  lee  para- 
graphee 6  et  6.  de  la  Section  B9  du  Ohanitre  /TIXX,  eet  propo* 
eee  pqr  le  Delegue  du  Royaume-Unl,  le  Delegue  du  Canada  a 
retire  eon  propre  amendement  a  la  Section  B  du  Ohapltre  Till. 
ainei  que  eon  waendement  anterleur  ee  rapportant  au  paragraphe 
4,  de  la  Section  D,  /u  Ohapltre  VI.  Par  consequent,  11  ne 
reete  plus  au  Oomlte  a  examiner  quo  I9  amendement  mexicain* 
qui  eet  deeormaie  le  eeul  amendement  ineorlt  &  eon  ordre  du 
jour  (volr  Doc.  360,  p«  16)  ayant  trait  au  paragraphe  4,  de  la 
Section  D,  du  Ohapltre  VI. 

En  oe  qui  cone  erne  le  paragraphe  5,  de  la  Section  D  ,  le 
Oomlte  a  d'abord  adopte  1  '•amendement  dee  gouvernements  Inrl- 
tants,  en  a^outant  une  nouvelle  phraee  4  la  fin  du  paragraphe* 
lie  Oomlte  a  decide  de  reprendre  en  temps  voulu,  cTest  a  dire 
apr&s  la  reception  du  rapport  du  Squs-conlte  IIlA/B,  lvexaaen 
dee  amendemente  proposes  par  lee  delegations  4u  Canadal  du 
Mexlque,  dee  Pays-Bas,  du  Chili,  de  1'^thlople,  ainei  que 
lf  etude  d'un  nouveau  paragraphe  propose  par  le  Liberia. 

II  y  a  lieu  de  signaler  ici  que  le  Delegue  du  Canada  a 
retire  eon  premier  amendement  au  paragraphe  5,  de  la  Section  D, 
du  Ohapltre  VI,  et  qufil  a  preaentl  un  enendement  nouveau  qui 
tient  'compte  de  I1  amendement  dee  gouvernements  invitante  et 
de  I1  amendement  au  paragraphe  en  que  et  ion,  propoee  par  lee 
Pays-Bas,  Le  Oomlte  devra  done  examiner,  en  temps  opportun, 
le  nouveau  texte  de  I1  amendement  Canadian,  ainei  que  lee 
amendemente  proposee  par  le  Mexlque,  lee  Pays-Bas,  le  Chill 
et  1  'Ethiopia;  11  reprendra  ensuite  I1  etude  du  nouveau  para- 
gra^he  6,  propoee  par  le  Liberia. 


2.  Questions  r^pvaye^y  au  Oomite  £Ci^L  p^r  ^e  Qomlte  flji 
Direction 

Le  President  annonce  que  le  Oomlte  a  egalement  a  I1  ordre  ^ 
du  Jour  deux  questions  qui  lul  ont  ete  renvoyees  par  le  Oomite 
de  Direction  en  vertu  dee  decieione  adoptees  le  8  Juin* 
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Au  qcurs  de  en  seance  du  mime  Jour,  le  Oomite  de  Direc- 
tion a  decide  de  eoumettre  *u  Oomlte  III  A  la  qijestici)  traitnnt 
de  la  procedure  de  vote  au  sein  du  Oonseil  de  Seourite  pour  la 
nomination  d'un  Secretaire  General .  Une  demrnde  specif Ique 
est  adresse'e  au  Oomlte  1'invitant  a  examiner  les  mots  "par 
un  vote  afflrmatlf  de  sept  membree11  dans  le  texte  propose 
du  paragraphs  4,  de  In  Seotion  B,  du  Ch^pitre  V,  des  Proposi- 
tions de  Dumbarton  0*ks,  tel  qufil  a  ete  approuv^  p*r  le  Oomi- 
te II A  le  25  mal  1$45. 

Le  Oomit£  de  Direction  a  decide,  en  outre,  que  le  texte 
propose  du  paragraphs  6,  de  la  Seotion  B,  du^Chrpltre  V,  des 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  ayant  trait  a  la  reception 
et  a  l*.examen  par  1'Aseemblee  Wnerale  dee  rapports  du  Oon- 
seil de  Securite,  tel  quvll  a  ete  Amende  par  le  Oomite  I 1/2 
le  30  nml  1945,  devrait  Itre  remls  a  I1 etude  par  le  dlt 
Oomite,  en  consultation  aveo  le  Oomite  ,111 A,  et,  sfil  y  a 
lieu,  aveo  le  Oomite  HI/8,  afin  de  preparer  un  nouveau  pro- 
jet  de  redaction  du  paragraphe,  qul  seralt  aocepte  a  1'unani- 
mite* 

Le  President  a  ensuite  propose  que  le  Oomite  forme  un 
nouveau  Sous-oomite,  qul  eerolt  Intitule  Sous-comlte  III A/0 
et  qui  traiterflit  de  ,oette  question,  en  consultation  aveo  ^e 
Sous-oomite  /tpprpprle  du  Oomite^II/e,  et  que  le  Soue-comlte 
solt  compose  des  deleguee  du  Bresil,  de  la  Ohine,  de  la  France, 
de  la  Norv&ge,  de  I9 Union  Sud-Africnlne,  de  lr Union  Soviet ique, 
du  Royaume-Uni  et  des  EtPts-Unis* 

Le  Delegue  de  1'Austrille  est  d^.vls  que  les  provisions 

de  vote  gouvernnnt  la  nomination  ^u  Seoretaire-Oenernl 

forment  une  jjartie ^integr»le  du  regime  du  vote  »u  sein  du 

Oonseil  de  Seourite  et  qu'ellee  devr^ient  etre  traltees  oomme 
tellea. 

Decision*  Le rOonlte  decide,  sans  vote. ^e  t ormer 
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dee  Etatg-Unis  et  du  Roypune-Unlf  JRou^g^^fy y 

ii/£  la  queiTlon  quTlui  el 
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ssemblee  General?, 
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3.   lUtmort  flg  flouf-Oomlt*  Ill/l/fc  (Poo-  888) 

A  la  demand*  du  frrieldent,  le  Secretaire  donne  lecture 
du  Rapport  du  9  Juin  1946  (Doc.  689)  aoumis  par  M,  Blaiedell, 
President  du  Sous-Cool t4  IXX/l/fc. 

Le  D6l£gu£  dee  Etats-Onis  en  appalls  &  toue  lee  membres  du 
Comlte  de  falre  preuve  du  meme  **>rit  da  cooperation  qui  a 
poueee  lea  Ctouvarnementa  invitanta  fc  s'aooorder  BUT  1'inter- 
pritatlon  unifies  da  la  procedure  da  vote  du  Conaell  de  86ouri~ 
te.  XI  declare  qua  lea  Oilfauea  aont  lol  rlunia  pour  a1  ef for- 
oar  da  oraer  dane  tine  atmoeplftre  d'harwonie  at  d1  unite,  une  or- 
ganisation mondlale  da  toutaa  lea  Nations  Uniea.  Xla  ont  pour 
tache  da  fa^onnar  lea  instruments  qui  permattront  de  privenlr 
la  repetition  daa  horraura  da  la  guerre  at  da  rWler  plutot  qua 
df enf lammer  lea  differ ends  entre  nations.  XI  soullgne  que  le 
soue-oomite  a  decide,  lora  da  aa  premiere  efanoe.  qua  las  dele- 
gues  des  gouvernements  Invitants  soumattant  par  aorlt  une  re- 
ponse  unlflee  aux  questions  qui  laur  aont  soundsas  sans  neoes- 
sairement  donner  &  oas  questions  Aa  rtponae  deflhltlvement  po- 
sitive ou  negative.  La«  divergences  inltiales  exletant  entre 
les  gouvernemente  invitants  sur  la  question  da  I1 interpretation 
da  la  procedure  da  vote  ont  6t<  risftluee  dans  un  esprit  d1  union 
absolue.  Bien  que  certains  raeaftrres  du  Oomlte  puissant  demander 
des  raponsaa  plus  splbifiquasr  11  ast  impossible  de  donner  une 
interpretation  axaote  rfpondant  &  toutes  las  iventualites.  La 
responsabilite  finale  en  oe  qui  ooncarne  lf interpretation  ap- 
partiendra  individuellement  h  ohaque  del£gu£  lorsqu1!!  deposera 
tin  vote  as  basant  air  son  Jugement  et  ses  oonnalsaancas  person- 
nallas«  XI  ast  impossible  da  donner  h  une  phrase  ou  a  un  docu- 
ment quelconqua  une  interpretation  df acceptation  universelle* 
II  estlma  qua  I1 interpretation  da  la  procedure  da  vote  adoptee 
par  lea  Gtouvernemefts  invitants  at  la  Franca  ast  assantiella  au 
bon  fonotionnement  et  a  la  puissance  da  I1  Organisation,  XI 
soullgne  qu'll  ne  davrait  y  avoir  aucune  distinction  au  sain 
de  lf Organisation  mondiala  antre  las  puissances,  qu1 alias  sclent 
petites,  moyenne  ou  grandes.  Oaa  dernier es,  an  ralaon  de  leurs 
reseources,  sont  dans  une  plus  grands  masura  qua  les  autres 
responeablaa  du  maintien  da  la  paix,  oe  n'ast  pasune  reeponsa- 
bllita  ^u'elles  ont  demand* e.  Oa  n'est  pas  un  esprit  d'agrasslon 
ou  un  desir  de  oonquete  qui  les  anlme  dans  las  af forte  qu'allaa 
font  pour  maintenir  dans  la  monde  une  palx  qui  serait  profitable 
a  toue ^  A  eon  a vie.  tous  dislrent  oollaborar  sans  consideration 
de  frontlferee.  Le  delegu£  des  Etats-Unis  affirms  qua  la  saula 
ambition  da  lfune  das  puissances  Invltantes,  son  pays,  est  le 
maintien  de  la  palx;  oette  puissance  n* aspire  k  auoun  agrandie- 
samant  ni  a  aucune  oonquete  mala  seulaaent  k  la  cooperation  avec 
les  autres  nations*  Pour  oonolure.  il  en  appalla  aux  d*Hgu*s 
de  travalller  a  la  creation  da  oette  organisation  mondial e^ 
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"Ncue  avona  itl  dei  oaaaradea  d*armee  au  eours  de  la  guerre 
qui  noui  a  donne  la  vlotolre  «  dlt-il,  "restons  dee  oamaradee 
d'armee.  Contlnuone  a  travailler  ensemble,  animes  de  eenti- 
mente  Sieves  d'harmonie  et  d'unlte,  vera  l'e*tabllsaement  d'une 
organiaation  mondiale  pour  T>re*venlr  I1  agnation," 

Le  diligue*  de  1'Auatralie  fait  remarquer  que  la  question 
de  vote  eet  un  aujet  technique  qui  a  ite*  renvoye*  a  un  eoue- 
oomita  technique.  Oe  dernier  a  re*digi  les  questioned  poeer 
aux  gouvsrnemente  invitante.  II  souligne  que  o'est  le  devoir 
dee  necferea  du  Comlte",  non  aeulement  envers  la  Conference,  mala 
ausei  ervera  leurs  oompatriotea  d'  examiner  aveo  le  plus  grand 
eoln  ohr.qte  proposition  a  eux  aouaiaaa.  Lea  oonit6a  teohniquea 
de  la  Oonferenoe  ont  Tseauooup  travaille  et  il  en  est  result! 
1'lntroduction  de  nombreusea  ameliorations  dans  le  projet  de 
Oharte  qul  leur  avait  6tt  aoumle.  La  Declaration  dee  Delega- 
tions des  Quatre  G-ouvernements  Invitanta  aotuellenent  souaise 
au  Comlte  cone erne  une  question  de  la  plus  haute  Importance, 
Lee  delegues  ont  le  devoir  de  faire  un  rapport  BUT  la  elgnifi- 
oation.de  oe  document  en  oe  qui  conoerne  1" application  du  droit 
de  veto,  et  de  decider  ensuite  e'ils  doivent,"oul  ou  non,  l!ao- 
oepter,  II  a  prepare  une  analyse  de  be  document  qu'il  a  de- 
mande  au  Secretaire  de  falre  elrouler.  Exj>liquant  que  oe  do- 
cument a  ets  preparl  a  la  hate  et  qu'll  polu-rait  contenir  dee 
erreure,  11  donne  lecture  de  son  rapport  in titull:  "Procedure 
de  vote  au  Ooneell  de  Seourlte."  (Voir  Annexe  A). 

En  conclusion,  le  Dilegue*  de  1'Aue trail e  declare  que, 
si  le  Oomite  et  la  Oonflrenoe  aooeptent  la  procedure  de  vote 
proposee  par  les  Oouvernements  invltants,  son  pays  accept era 
la  decision  de  la  Conference,  II  estime  qu'll  a  rempli  son  de- 
voir de  d&Legue  en  e'effo^ant  d'lndlquer  olalrement  la  si- 
gnification de  oette  procedure  de  vote,  Bien  qu'll  n' estime 
pas  qu'il  pulsee  retourner  dans  son  pays  et  Justifier  le  maln- 
tien  du  droit  de  "veto"  en  matiere  de  conciliation,  il  serait 
a  meme  de  dire  a  see  oompatriotes  que  le  Dllegu6  des  Etats- 
Unls  avait  affirme  que  oe  "veto"  ne  serait  pas  applique*  k  la 
ligere  et  que  le  DelSgue*  soviitique  avait  declare^ V  Ir  BTGBEO 
que  .lea  cinq  grandea  puissances  n1  exeroeraient  que  rarek;..t  oe 
droit|  B'il  en  est  alnal,  il  demande  pourquoi  la  droit  de 
"veto"  eet  retenu  dan»  les  oas  de  conciliation,  et  11  desire 
aavoir  si  oette  declaration-  est  le  dernier  mot  des  Gouverne- 
ments  invitante, 

Le  Represent ant  de  I1 Egypt e  estime  que  tous  les  peuplee 
reconnalaaent  que  la  guerre  eat  gagnee  et  que  la  paix  sera 
deaormals  aasuree  par  1' entente  dee  quatre  grandee  pule sane en. 
Lea  petitea  puiaaanoea  desirent  le  auooes  de  la  Conference 
tout  autant  que  Ins  autree,  mala  eUea  dlairent  auasl  la  olarta, 
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oe  qul  explique  la  Hate  del  queatlona  poaeea  au  aujet  de  la 
procedure  de  vote,  Cea  quest! one  ne  eont  pas  baelee  sur 
dea  hypotheaee,  mala  BUT  des  passages  oontenus  dana  la  Charte 
qu'on  ae  propose  d1  adopter.  II  off re  lea  exemplee  aulvants 
d1  indeoieiont  (l)  Alora  que  lea  parties  .a  un  differ  end  doi- 
vent  a'abatenir  de  voter,  11  pourralt  ae  presenter  une  situa- 
tion dans  laquelle  lee  partlee  au  differend  ne  eont  pas  en- 
core olairement  dtfiniea,  Dane  oe  oas,  une  puissance  inte- 
reeele  aerait-elle  en  droit  d'anpliquer  le  veto  aux  enquetee 
et  aux  reoherohee  et  de  oette  f aeon  'd1 empeoher  le  differ end 
de  a'envenimer  au  point  ou  lee  parties  serai ent  requiaee  de 
s'abstenir  de  voter  *  (2>  En  oe  qui  oonoerne  la  r)rooedure; 
auoun  veto  n'eet  possible,  nala  dans  certains  cas,  la  ques- 
tion pourralt  ae  poser  de  savoir  el  le  probl'eme  a  I1  etude 
eat  ou  non  une  question  de  procedure;  et  el  le  Oonaeil  de  S6- 
curit^  devralt  la  renvoyer  a  une  Commission  de  Juristes.  Le 
paragraphe  6  du  document  preeente  par  lea  quatre  Gouvernementa 
Invltanta  aemblerait  faire  le  panegyrique  du  veto*  le  repr6- 
s en tan t  de  1'Egypte  denande,  en  consequence,  d'eliminer  oe 
paragraphs Aaf In  de  con server  k  la  discussion  son  oaraotfere  tech- 
nique plutot  que  d'en  faire  une  question  de  sentiment.  Il/ 
termine  en  remarquant  que  la^grande  oajorite  dee  gens  ne  de~ 
slrent  pas  le  veto  male  plutot  I1 union  entre  lee  puissances; 
ils  demandant  done  dea  eolairoleeemente  au  sujet  de  la  signi- 
fication du  not  veto,  afin  de  savoir,  au  oas  ou  lie  aural ent 
a  faire  dee  sacrifices,  oe  qu' en train ent  oee  sacrifices. 


4846 


/  /   •  44? 

Le  Delegue  du  Royaume-Uni  appuie  eur  la  fait  qu'on  a 
realise  de  tree,  grands  progrfea  vere  one  organisation  mondlale, 
La  bonne  volonte  qufont  montree  les  grandee  pulesanoee  fc  accep- 
ter lee  obligations  formulees  dans  la  Charte,  et  lf  esprit 
d'harmenle  dont  ellee  ont  fait  preuve  en  e'aeeoolant  aux 
petites  puissanoes  sur  le  Cons  ell,  repr£eentent  une  dee  mani- 
festations les  plus  romarquablee  du  progree  dans  totte  I1  his- 
tolre  humaine*  A  Dumbarton  Oaks,  les  auteure  dee  propositions, 
dane  leurs  debate  sur  le  vote,  ont  concentre  lours  efforts  k. 
reeoudre  la  question  difficile  doe  parties  &  un  differond.  II 
ne  leu?  eat  pas  vonu  a  l'id£e  qu'on  soul  over  alt  dee  doutes  & 
propos  d*'une  procedure  qui  a  fonctiohn^  vingt  one  duront  dons 
le  Paote  de  la  8ooi£te  aes  Nations*  Porsonne  n!a  pens£  qu'on 
ne  devait  pas  reoonnaltro  la  distinction  entre  les  grandee  et 
les  potltes  puissanoes  ,  oar  tous  les  oxemplee  dans  1'histolre 
montront  qu1!!  est  Impoe  Bible,  par  les  votes  dee  petltee  puis- 
sanoes, do  m.  ttre  les  grandee  puissanoes  en  demeure  de  prendre 
dee  mesures  pour  le  maintlen  de  la  paixt  Une  telle  situation 
ne  pourralt  se  produlre  que  si  on  ^tcbllssait  un  super  Etat 
Mondial,  On  n*a  pas  antlolpS  lee  questions  qui  ont  surgl  aux 
eeaijooe  de  oe  Oomlto.  O'est  surtout  h  oause  de  oela  que  le 
D|logue  du  Royaume-Uni  ,  malheureusement  absent  de  la  prosente 
soanoe,  a  dit  a  la  neuvifcme  eennce  du  0  omit  I  oertaines  ohoses 
qu'en  fin  dc  comptc  11  trouverait  dlff  idles  a  Justifier* 


A  oe  point  do  la  discussion  le  D&egu£  de  la 
Z^lande  demandc  si  lo  D£l£gue  du  Royaume-Unl  k  la  neuvieme 
seance  n'a  pae  corrlg^  le  compto-rendu  de  ees  observations 
qui  a  oiroule  parral  le  Comit£.  Le  DoleJguc  de  la  Nouvelle-Zelande 
fait  remarquer  plus  t/.rd  que  lul-meme  a  oorrl^c  le  proc^e-verbal 
de  see  propres  questions  avant  qu'll  nfalt  ^te  dlstribue,  et 
qu1!!  suppose  que  lo  D6logu^  du  Royaume-Uni  en  a  fait  de  mdrne. 

Le  Dolegue  du  ^Royaume-Unl  continue  en  dlsant  qufll  ne 
salt  pas  oo  que  lo  Dologu£  do  l(Austrr.lio  veut  diro  par  un 
"veto"  sur  la  conciliation.  II  penso,  oependant,  que  la  decla- 
ration dee  quatre  gouvornemonts  invitante  explique  olalroment 
pour  quo  1  11  faut  coneerver  lo  irotott,  II  doute  si  boauooup  dee 
situations  envisages  par  los  questions  eouleveee  so  produiraient 
Jamaie,  et  11  fait  romarauor  qu'en  sculovr^it  de  tellee  queetions 
on  pourralt  facllemont  domontror  lr  imperfection  do  n'importe 
quolle  organisation.  II  termlno  en  rappolant  la  peneoo  reoera- 
mont  exprimeo  par  le  President  dee  Etate-Unle,  euivant  laquelle 
le  devoir  dee  cinq  puissandes  n^et  pas  de  domlner,  male  de/ 
eorvlr,  et  11  pense  que  ofeet  ootte  idee  qui  a  inepiro  la  de- 
claration dee  gouvernenents  invitante  « 

Le  D^legu^  du  Salvador  dit  quo  la  reaction  immediate 
dans  la  plupart  dee  pays  lore  de  la  publication  dee  Propositions 
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de  Dumbarton  Onks  fut  que  les  oinq  grand**  puissances  agiraient 
de  oonoert  pour  maintenir  la  paix  mondiale;  qu'elles  etaiqnt 
d1 accord  sur  certains  prinoipes  et  certains  plans  pour  1'eto- 
blisseaent  d'une  Organisation  destinee  &  maintenir  la  paix  et 
la  Beourite;  et  que  les  autres  nations  du  monde  auraiont  lf op- 
port  unit  d  de  se  fr.ire  entendre  pendant  la  presente  Conference. 
On  trouvera  naturel  que  les  Etats  qui  n'ont  pas  partioipe  aux 
debate  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  e'en  tlennent  a  oertaines  opinions 
qui  dl£fer$nt  de  cellos  que  les  gouvernements  invltants  ont 
aooeptee$  a  la  suite  de  discussions  prolong4es*  Une  question 
qui  a  preoooupe  les  homines  d'&tat  d(autree  pays  est  do  ir.voir 
quelle  sern.it  la  procedure  a  adopter  lorsque  lfunanimlte  des 
oinq  grandee  puissanoos  ferait  defaut  devant  une  situation 
critique  oft  la  paix  mondiale  serr.it  en  Jcu*  II  e$t  dfavls 
qu*en  oas  d« impasse  au  sein  du  Oonseil  de  Seourite ,  la  question 
devrait  etre  referee  h  I'Assemblee  Qtfnerale  qui  represente 
toutee  les  Nations  Uniqs,  afln  qu'elle  prenne  les  me euros 
neoeseaires  drns  I'interftt  de  la  paix* 

La  d£olarrtion  des  gouvernonents  invitants  en  rtfppnse 
aux  questions  soumises  a  donne  des  reponses  satisffuisantes  a 
oertainee  de  oes  questions  mais  n*en  a  donn£  auoune  a  oertaines 
autres »  Une  r£ponse  direote  &  oes  questions  aural t  slmpllfie 
la  decision  finale  des  membres  du  Oomlt£f  quant  a  la  Section  0. 
II  l^t  alors  les  questions  80  et  21  du  questionnaire  sur  la 
procedure  de  vote  au  Oonseil  de  Seourite  (Doo*  866) *  Oes 
questions,  originairoment  soumises  par  lui  ainsi  que  par  le 
Delegue  de  l^ufltrnlle,  ont  rapport  h  lfeffet  Juridlque  dfune 
abstention  en  applioation  des  dispositions  du  p&ragraphe  3f 
Sec.  0|  Ohr.p,  VI.  A  son  avis,  les  reponses  I  oes  questions 
sont  de  premiere  importance  et  off eotent  direct erne nt  le  vote 
final  de  oertnlns  membres  sur  la  Seotion  0* 

,      Une  abstention  aurr.it- e lie  lo  mfcrjo  effet  qufun  vote 
negatift  Le  Paragrrphe  3  de  la  Seotion  0  enonoe  olalronent 
que  <eauf  pour  les  questions  de  procedure,  les  decisions  du 
Oonseil  de  Seourite  devraient  fttre  prises  a  une  majorite  qua- 
llfiee,  o^st-h-dire  h  une  majorite  de  sept  volx  dont  oelles 
des  oinq  membres  permanent e«  Par  consequent,  si  un  membre 
permanent,  partis  a  un  differend.  e'dbstenait  de  voter f  11 
nfy  aural t  pas  une  majorit£  quallflee  de  sopt  menbres  puls- 
qu1!!  nfy  currlt  que  quatre  menbres  permanent s  a  donner  leur 
suffrage*  II  y  a  lit  une  laoune  dans  les  Propositions,  oar 
oelles* oi  no  prevalent  pas  de  majorite  sur  les  questions  de 
fond  autro  ou'une  majorit£  qualifi£e  qui  oomprend  les  volx 
des  oinq  nenbres  permanentSt  II  est  essentiel  de  preolser 
quelle  major-ite  serr.it  n£oeesalre  en  oas  d1  abstention,  eons 
quo!  le  Oonseil  de  B^ourit^  sera  dans  I1 impossibility  dfaglr 
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•1  1'un  des  nenbres  penaononte  s'abationt  de  voter* 

Le  Delegue  du  Canada  exprlnc  Heepoir  qu'on  nc  demon- 
dera  pas  ctu  Oomite  de  rotor  BUT  la  declaration  interpretative 
dee  gouvernements  Invltanti  In  toto,  aais  plutot  ear  le  texte 
mtae  dee  Propositions  do  Dumbarton  Oaks* 

Bn  levant  la  Stance,  le  President  exprine  sa  reoon- 
nalssanoo  &  tout  its  nenbree  du  Seus-Oomite  III/l/B  et  h  son 
President  pour  I1 excellence  de  leur  travail* 

La  stance  est  levee  &  83h«56. 


Declaration  du  D&egul  de  I'Austrrlle  distribute  &  la 
Seance  du  Conlto  XXX  A*  le  9  Juin,  1946  f 

Procedure  43  vote  flji  seln  <j&  Oonaell  £ 


1*  La  question  aotuellement  devant  le  Oonlte  nfest  pas 
une  question  d1  interpretation  nl  de  pure  polltlque;  elle  est 
oonplexe,  et  oonprend  los  deux  elements  cites*  La  question 
dv  Interpretation  est  de  savolr  si  le  0onit£  est  d1  accord  aveo 
les  opinions  presentenent  eaq^rin^es  par  lee  gouvernements  In- 
v^tant3/sur  le  fonotlonnement  du  veto  au  eeln  du  Conseil  de 
Beourite  en  application  du  Ohapltre  VI,  Seotlon  0*  La  question 


de  polltlque  est  de  eavolr  si  la  formule  de  vots  dolt  fetre 
eolalrole  ou  amendee  afin  d1 assurer  I1 application  d'une  pro* 
ordure  effioaoe  de  conciliation,  o'est-a-dire  le  rbglement 


Jolalrole  ou  amendle  afin  d1 assurer  I1 a: 
><£dure  effioaoe  de  conciliation,  c'est- 
paoiflque  des  dlfferends  entre  nations • 


2«  La  question  d1 interpretation  depend  du  sens  &  attribuer 
atx  mots  "questions  de  proo&ure9  dans  le  Chapitre  VI,  Section  0. 
II  semble  que  la  declaration  ooznmune  sur  oe  point  n(est  pas 
satisfalsante  pour  dlversee  raisons* 

3,  L1  Interpretation  donnee  par  la  dioloration  commune 
nfest  basee  sur  aucun  prinoipe  unlforme*  Elle  est  trfes  etrolte 
h  oertains  egards,  et  peut-6tre  etonnaament  large  a  dfautres. 
Dans  la  mesure  oti  elle  s1 applique  au  Ohapltre  7ZXZ  Seotlon  Af 
el^e  est  beauooup  plus  restrictive  que  I1 interpretation  qul 
a  ete  donnee  par  le  d£legu£  d(un  des  gouvernements  Invltants 
la  dernl^re  fois  que  la  question  s'est  trouv^e  dlsoutee  au 
Oomite t 

4t  La  d  Coloration  oommune  ne  repond  dlreotement  ouf& 
une  des  8ft  question  s,  quoique  oelle-ol  ait  ete  posees  ft  la 
demands  des  gouvernements  Invltants  eux-m6mes*  Lareponse 
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qu'lls  auraient  pu  donner  I  certaines  des  quest  lent  est  re- 
la  tivement  olaire,  mala  pour  dfautree  questions,  nous  sommes 
completement  dans  I1  ombre,  Dans  certains  oaa,  I1  exactitude 
de  la  reponse  impliquee  eet  eujette  &  caution.  Dfaprie  les 
paragrahes.  3  et  4  du  Chnpitre  VIII,  Section  A,  par  exeople, 
le  Ocnseil  de  Beourite  a  non  seulement  le  pouvoir,  mais  lf  obli- 
gation pereaptoire  d'agir  dans  un  sens  bien  d&Tini  ou  de  faire 
un  certain  ohoix.  lA  ou  le  pouvoir  du  Cone  ell  de  Seourite 
eat  ainsi  lie  nu  *  devoir  de  1'exeroer,  la  decision  eet 
lloitee  aux  questions  de  tenpe  et  de  mlthode,  et  pourrait 
bien  Otre  traltee  oorarie  srappliquant  &  une  question  de  procedure 
Oependant,  la  declaration  commune  traite  clairement  ces  deci- 
sions comme  etant  sujettes  aa 


5«  La  declaration  commune  n'insiste  pas  sur  le  fait 
que  la  Section  A  est  oonsaor£e  presque  oompl&tement  au  choix 
entre  I1  une  ou  lfautre  des  diverse  a  mlthodes  qul  ont  et£ 
definlee  dr,nb  le  textevde  Dumbarton  Oaks  sous  le  non  de  mlthodee 
de  procedure  pour  }*  .v&Klement  paoiflcue  des  dlfferends*  (Tex- 
te  de  Dujib.^to!)  GoJcs,  Chaplure  VI1X,  Section  A,  paragraphe  5, 
et  Ohapit^u  VJTT.  Sscticn  B,  Par^gpaphe  1).  Le  contexte  ^of  f  re 
peu  de  JuHt'.riouTioa  k  V  interpretation  etroite  que  la  decla- 
ration co:rjung  cLonne  en  porticuller  du  Ohapitre  VIII,  Section 
A  et  qui  s1  oppose  t.  I1  Interpretation'  large  qui  est  donnee  du 
Ohapitre  VI,  Section  p, 

6.  Un  seul  fait  result*  nettenent  de  la  declaration 
commune!  cfeet  que  ;lf  excnen  et  la  discussion  par  le  Oonseil19 
d'un  differ  end  ou  d'une  sltu£)>.tion  est  la  seule  decision  rele- 
vant du  Chapitre  vni,  Section  A!  h  laquelle  un  membre  permanent 
ne  petit  pae  s'opposer*  II  Imports  de  comprendre  que  les  mots 
"examen  et  dieouBslon11  sont  employes  clans  la  declaration  commu- 
ne dans  un  sens  bien  plus  £troit  que  le  sens  qu8  leur  est  donne 
habltuollement.  Dans  la  langue  oourante,  "I'exomen11  d'un 
dlfferend  oomporterait  I'etablissenent  de  rapports,  I1  audition 
de  temolns,  peut-dtre  mdme  la  nomination  d'une  commission 
d'enqu&te*  Oepon^ant.  suivant  lf\  declaration,  le  veto  serait 
applicable  a  la  decision  de  recourir  &  n'importe  laquelle  de 
ces  procedures*  Go  ne  sont  qufun  *examen*  et  qu!une  "dis- 
cussion11 dfun  oartict^re  tr^s  preliminaire  et  tr^s  restrelnt 
qu'il  i'ogit  de  liberer  du  veto*  On  peut  dire  que,  sans  veto, 
le  Oonseil  ne  peut  disouter  que  la  question  d*  savoir  si  un 
difflrenft  peut  6tre  dlscut^  et  ne  peut  examiner  que  la  poesi- 
bilite  de  1!  examiner  • 

7,  II  ne  faut  pas  soue-estlmer  I1  Importance  du  fait 
qu'un  tel  enmen  et  qulune  telle  discussion  sont  liberes  du 
veto  et  la  declaration  commune  represents  un  progras  sensible 
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sur  la  fornule  du  veto  d! application  g&ierale*  D'autre  part, 
un  eyeteme  pour  le  re&lement  paoif ique  das  dlfferende  dans 
lequel  tout,  sauf  un  exqaen  et  une  discussion  prellminalree 
de  oaraotere  llmlte  est  eujet  au  veto  ne  conetitue  pas^une 
methode  effioace  de  conciliation  Le  eeul  argument  preeente 
en  ea  faveur  par  la  declaration  commune  est  qu'il  se  peut  que 
toutes  lee  decisions  ulterieures  "aient  des  oonsequenoes  poll- 
tiques  trfcs  Importantes;  elles  peuvent  mftme  drfclencher  une 
eerie  df£vfcnements  qul,  en  dernier  re e sort,  oontralndralent 
le  Cone ell,  sous  sa  propre  responsabilite*  b  prendre  des  meeures 
de  coeroltlon  envisages  dans  la  Section  B,  du  Ohapltre  VIII. n 
Oela  eet  vral.  Mais  pour  oette  jntme  raleon  le  reooure  au  veto, 
pour  falre  obstaole  it  la  conciliation  des  parties  au  dlfferend 
~~  mfeme  si  les  deux  parties  reoherohent  la  conciliation  <-»- 
empfechera  le  r^glement  dfun  dlfflrend  et  aura  probablement ^des 
eonsequenoes  graves  riequant  d'entralner  une  rupture  de  1'etat 
de  palx* 

8t  4  l!heure  aotuelle,  la  qituation  demeure  el  confuse 
que,  si  le  present  texte  sur  la  procedure  de  vote  subsists  sans 
amendement,  11  faudra  prendre  des  mesures  pour  obtenir  I1 avis 
de  la  Cour  Internationale  de  Juetioe  sur  I1  interpretation  des 
textes* 

9.  Toutefoie,  une  mlthode  plus  simple  et  plus  eatiefaiean- 
te  oonslste  k  sf assurer  par  un  amendement  que  le  veto  sera  sans 
contests  inapplicable  &  toute  decision  du  Consell  de  Securite 
relevant  de  la  Section  sur  le  rfeglement  paolfique  dee  differende, 

10.  La  question  du  veto  prend  une  importance  par- 
tlcull^re  du  fait  qufaux  termes  de  la  redaction  aotuelle,  oha- 
oune  des  cinq  grandee  puissanoes  pourrait  empfecher  tout  amen- 
dement k  la  Chart e. 
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The  VniKd  Nation,* Confer*™ 

on  International  Organisation 

June  10,  19*5 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comlttaa  1    Structure  and  Prooaduras 

AGENDA  FOR  SEVENTEENTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  II I/I 

June  11,  19»5 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Further  consideration  of  the  report  of  Subcommittee  III/ 

(3)  Consideration  of  unfinished  business  vltn  respact  to 
Sections  B,  C.  and  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals 

(4)  Consideration  of  the  report  of  Subcommittee  III/1/C 

(5)  Consideration  of  Voting  Procedure  In  Security  Council 
applicable  to  the  recommendation  of  a  Secretary -General 
(paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  V  of  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals ) 

(6)  Other  business 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  STS?" 

on  International  Organization  ill/iAo 

e  June  10,  1945. 

COMMISSION  ffl        Security  CouncU 

Oomltl  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE  LA  DIX-SEPTIEME  SEANCE  DU  OOMITE  IIIA 
Le  11  Juln  1945,  a  16h. 

1.  Expose  des  questions  traltees  au  oours  de  seances  pr£oe- 
dentes; 

2.  Suite  de  lfexamen  du  rapport  du  Sous-Oomlte  III/l/B; 

3.  Examen  des  questions  en  suspens  relatlvement  aux  Sections 
B,  0  et  D,  Chax>ltre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks; 

4.  Examen  du  rapport  du  Sous-Comlte  III/l/C; 

5.  Examen  desla  Procedure  de  vote  au  Oons^ll  de  S^cijrlte  ap- 
plicable a  la  reoommandatlon  dfun  Secretaire  General 
(Paragraphe  4,  Section  B,  Chapltre  7  des  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks ) ; 

6.  Autres  questions* 


The  United  Nations  Conference 

»   .  .         i    s\         J.       ,  *. 

DTI  International  Organization  IIl/lM 

Juno  12, 


COMMISSION  HI        Sec«rity  CouncU 

Committoo  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  G£  SEViiOTiSENTH  MEET  IRQ  0£  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building.  Room  223.  Juno  JLJ,,  1945*  i  j>*m. 

The  meeting  vas  called  to  order  by  tho  Chairman  at 
4  p.m. 

1,  Statement  of  Business  Transacted  at  Piyvipus  Meeting. 

The  Chairman  reminded  the  Committee  that  he  had  outlined 
the  present  state  of  tho  vork  at  the  previous  meeting.  Also, 
the  Committee  at  that  meeting  had  agreed  to  the  appointment 
of  a  subcommittee  to  ro-oxainlne  in  consultation  vlth  Commit- 
tee II/2  tho  text  of  paragraph  8,  Section  D,  Chapter  V  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals.  The  paragraph  in  question  had  to 
do  vlth  reports  by  the  Security  Council  to  the  General 
Assembly.  Subcommittee  III/l/O  mot  this  morning  vlth  Sub- 
committee II/2/B. 

At  the  previous  meeting  of  Committee  III/l  discussion  vas 
begun  on  tho  report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B  transmitting  the 
ansvors  of  tho  four  sponsoring  governments  and  Prance  to  a 
flfcoE-k'.omirj.iH*  submitted  by  the  Subcommittee  members  other  than 
the  sponsoring  governments.  The  discussion  vas  not  completed 
and  vas  to  be  resumed  today. 

2,  plsoussion  of  Suboojgmlttee_III/l1/B  Report  on  Voting 


in  the  ^epurltyi ftounojll.  Continued. 


The  Delegate  of  CEechoslovakla  believed  that  the  state- 
ment by  the  sponsoring  governments  on  voting  procedure  repre- 
sented a  distinct  contribution  to  the  elucidation  of  the 
question.  The  veto,  far  from  'being  an  instrument  directed 
against  the  small  pavers,  might  very  veil  be  exercised  in  the 
interests  of  mailer  nations  •  Appreciation  of  this  possibility 
vas  important,  for  it  vould  prevent  the  impression  that  might 
arise  fro*  the  debates  here  of  a  struggle  betveen  large  and 
•mall  povers.  Contending  that  it  vas  impossible  to  foresee 
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all  future  contingencies,  ha  believed  it  best  to  take  note  of 
the  statement  fcy  the  sponsoring  government e  and  to  adopt  the 
voting  formula  proposed  in  Section  C,  Chapter  VI. 

The  Belgian  Delegate,  pointing  'out  that  Belgium  wanted 
Che  great  povers  to  be  in  a  position  to  act,  and  that  it  had 
shovn  by  its  participation  in  the  war  on  many  fronts  that  it 
was  not  devoted  to  mere  questions  of  sovereignty,  declared 
that  Belgium  vas  ready  to  cooperate  In  peace  as  in  war.  He 
felt  that  what  was  new  in  the  proposed  voting  procedure  vas 
that  thkfeto  vas  to  be  exercised  by  some  states,  and  not  by 
others •  This  belled  the  principle  of  sovereign  equality. 
Admitting  that  a  veto  vas  necessary  in  oases  of  coercive 
measures,  he  declared  himself  in  entire  agreement  vlth  those 
vfco  contended}  that  it  vas  not  necessary  in  preventing  con- 
flicts •  The  unanimity  rule  in  the  League  of  Nations  vas  of  a 
more  progressive  nature  than  the  one  proposed  here  vhere  the 
abstention  of  one  of  the  great  povers  would  be  counted  as  a 
vote  against  whatever  measures  were  proposed.  Furthermore, 
the  Mvetolf  could  prevent  recourse  to  the  International  Court. 
Finally,  It  could  be  used  to  prevent  an  investigation  which 
might  be -useful  In  clarifying  the  nature  of  a  dispute*  In  the 
League  of  Nations  the  unanimity  rule  meant  that  any  state  ob- 
structing the  action  of  the  League  hod  to  face  vorld  public 
opinion,  but  here  the  Charter  Itself  permitted  obstruction 
because  it  gave  any  one  of  the  Five  Povers  a  right  to  invoke 
its  provisions  when  wishing  to  obstruct  the  action  of  the 
Organization. 

The  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands  agreed  vith  the  Delegates 
of  Australia  and  Belgium.  Since  the  statement  by  the  Big  Four 
did  not  remove  the  objections  of  the  Netherlands  to  Chapters 
VI  and  VIII  of  the  Charter,  his  Delegation  vould  oontlnuo  to 
urge  adoption  of  its  three  amendments  to  those  Chapters.  He 
pointed  out  that  it  vas  most  important  to  make  clear  whether 
or  not  a  decision  was  a  procedural  matter  and  was  thus  governed 
by  paragraph  2,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI.  With  respect  to  para- 
graph %  of  the  statement  by  the  four  sponsoring  governments 
(Doo.  852,  p,  2),  he  asked  If  consideration  and  discussion  by 
the  Council  of  a  dispute  or  situation  brought  to  its  attention 
under  paragraph  2,  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII  would  be  public, 
and  if  a  report  drawing  a  conclusion  would  be  made.  Re  be- 
lieved that  all  these  things  should  be  treated  as  procedural 
matters . 

The  Norwegian  Delegate  believed  that  tne  question  of  voting 
could  not  be  isolated  from  the  political  problem  of  concilia- 
tion by  the  Security  Council.  He  admitted  that,  in  an  organ 
like  tne  Security  Council  which  vas  composed  of  states,  unanim- 
ity of  the  five  permanent  members  in  the  work  of  conciliation 
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vas  moat  Important,  but  ho  felt  that  there  were  serious  objec- 
tions to  the  principle  of  the  unanimity  rulo.  Ho  pointed  out, 
furthermore,  that  the  provision  which  prevented  the  Security 
Council  from  dealing  with  any  matter  of  domestic  jurisdiction 
vas  a  backward  stop,  for  under  artlolo  11  of  the  Covenant  of 
the  League  of  Nations  the  League  Council  had  had  power  to  take 
such  matters  into  consideration  in  arriving  at  a  possible  con- 
ciliation. Ho  hoped  that  the  delegations  who  were  battling 
for  a  raoro  efficient  Council  in  this  field  would  take  this  intc 
account  and  perhaps  extend  the  Council's  powers*  He  agreed 
that  what  he  called  the  "priority  cf  the  rule  of  concord11, 
namely,  unanimity  of  the  permanent  members  in  decisions  con- 
cerning investigations,  and  so  forth  should  be  maintained  as 
long  as  it  did  not  lead  to  unreasonable  consequences ,  He 
pointed  out  that  there  wero  many  things  in  the  Charter*  such 
as  the  rights  and  privileges  of  members,  that  could  not  be 
suspended  by  a  vote  in  the  Security  Council  •  For  that  reason 
he  called  the  attention  of  the  four  sponsoring  governments  to 
the  last  clause  in  paragraph  2  (Section  I)  of  thoir  statement 
(Doc,  852,  p.  2)  whore  it  was  indicated  that  the  Council  would* 
by  vote  of  any  ueven  member*,  invite  any  state  party  to  a  dis- 
pute under  consideration  to  participate  in  the  discussion  re- 
lating to  that  dispute  •  He  felt  that  the  wording  should  be 
"party  to  a  dispute  to  be  considered"  instead  of  "being  con- 
sidered11, because  thore  could  be  no  dispute  before  both  parties 
oamo  to  the  bar  of  the  Council »  He  disagreed  vith  those  who 
seemed  to  think  the  Council  would  proceed  by  a  series  of  votes, 
for,  as  the  experience  of  the  League  of  Nationc  indicated,  no 
vote  would  be  taken  before  there  was  agreement.  Moreover,  the 
rule  of  unanimity  could  not  provent  the  Council  from  being  an 
effective  organ  of  conciliation  because  the  permanent  members 
under  Chapter  I  on  the  purposes  of  tho  Charter  were  duty  bound 
to  try  to  reach  unanimity  on  such  questions.  Admitting  that 
hq  did  not  understand  all  of  what  the  statement  by  the  spon- 
soring governments  meant,  he  asserted  that  tho  issue  was  the 
Yalta  formula  regarding  unanimity  of  the  five  permanent  members, 
and  that  Norway  would  vote  for  it  without  proposing  any  amend- 
ment. The  Norwegian  Delegation,  however,  had  on  amendment 
concerning  tho  number  of  votes  to  be  required  by  non-permanent 
members,  but  that  was  another  matter. 

The  Representative  of  Franco,  paying  trlbuto  to  the  vallm 
defense  of  thoir  views  by  the  Delegates  of  Australia,  Belgium, 
and  the  Netherlands,  emphasized  the  necessity  of  accepting  the 
agreement  which  the  great  powers  had  reached  only  after  a  long 
discussion  and  many  compromises.  Recalling  tho  atmosphere  of 
oriels  and  the  feeling  that  delay  In  reaching  an  agreement  was 
dangerous  to  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  security,  he  warned 
that  there  was  grove  danger  of  renewing  that  crisis.  No 
power,  he  believed,  would  wish  to  accept  responsibility  for 
such  a  recurrence.  He  pleaded  for  confidence  that  the  groat 
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povers  would  exercise  their  rights  prudently  and  with  due 
regard  for  the  weight  of  publio  opinion.  Ho  pointed  out 
that  if  a  discussion  were  blocked  before  the  Council ,  the 
Assembly  would  be  free  to  take  it  up.  With  reference  to 
the  League,  he  thought  that  it  hex?,  not  been  the  rule  of 
unanimity  which  had  prevented  its  action,  but  the  absence, 
from  the  start,  of  one  great  power  and  the  later  with- 
drawal of  others •  He  felt  that  no  useful  purpose  would  be 
served  in  this  Committee  by  prolonging  a  debate  that  had 
demonstrated  to  the  world  freedom  of  expression  and  dis- 
cussion. He  pleaded  for  an  early  agreement  to  accept  the 
decisions.  This  would  display  the  unity  of  the  United 
Nations  and  the  will  to  maintain  peace  in  the  future. 

The  Delegate  of  Peru  doalt  with* tho  problem  from  two 
points  of  view.  On  the  technical  or  juridical  side  thore 
was  a  psychological  disadvantage  in  using  the  term  "veto", 
which  was  to  be  a  prerogative  of  only  fivo  nations.  In  tho 
League,  the  veto  meant  tho  right  to  bargain  and  It  very 
rarely  led  to  tho  tragedy  of  deadlock,  but  in  the  new 
organization  it  would  scorn  to  bo  tbe  right  of  certain 
interests,  political  or  oconomic,  to  stop  the  rule  of 
reason  and  of  concession.  Moroovo*,  psychologically  it 
was  wrong  to  postulate  unanimity  for  by  so  doing  dissen- 
sion would  be  encouraged,  l^rthermoro,  the  veto  might  * 
prevent  justice  being  done.  Finally,  ho  did  not  agree 
that  the  process  of  peaceful  s cttl omon t  was  indivisible 
and  ho  bollovod  that  a  distinction  should  be  drawn  between 
tho  conciliatory  stage  and  the  coercive  stage.  Neverthe- 
less, since  this  was  not  a  committee  of  jurists,  it  had  to 
face  the  other  aspoot  of  the  problem— »tho  political  impli- 
cations. While  tho  statement  by  the  sponsoring  government* 
was  obscure  and  vague  in  certain  aspects,  it  was  neverthe- 
less proof  that  the  powers  had  done  their  best  to  roach 
an  agreement .  The  Committee  had  to  accept  the  fact  that 
the  veto  would  establish  certain  powers  in  a  privileged 
position  or  it  would  face  defeat  in  attempting  to  create 
on  organization.  In  the  face  of  such  a  dilemma  he  pre- 
ferred tho  Charter,  no  matter  what  its  defects .  Describ- 
ing his  attitude  as  one  of  "posaibllsm"  rather  than  oppor- 
tunism, he  declared  thct  he  had  faith  that  the  five  powers 
would  work  honestly  to  achieve  peace.  He  believed  that 
when  circumstances  changed  the  Charter  ought  to  be  improved, 
and  that  if  it  wore  nocossafry  to  retain  the  veto  in  the 
amending  process  it  would  be  necessary  to  recognize  tho 
right  of  powors  to  withdraw  from  tho  Organization.  Con- 
cluding, he  paid  tribute  to  what  ho  regarded  as  the  groat 
outstanding  fact  .of  this  Conforonco--tho  instantaneous  and 
almost  unanimous  agreement  among  all  tho  smell  powors 
regarding  certain  principles  of  justice  and  international 
law.  That,  ho  felt,  was  tho  hope  of  tho  future.  Tho  wholo 
world,  if  a  crisis  arose  in  the  Council,  would  support  a 
solution  on  behalf  of  Justice  and  international  law. 
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Tho  Delegate  of  China  suggested  a  different  approach 
from  that  taken  by  the  previous  speakers*  Starting  from 
the  premise  that  everyone  desired  to  make  the  Security 
Council  a  strong  and  sffeotivs  organ,  ha  thought  there  was 
no  choice  but  to  support  the  rule  of  unanimity  as  essential 
for  its  strength  and  effectiveness.  The  alternative  vaa 
a  voting  system  uhloh*  though  it  might  be  more  perfect, 
might  in  a  given  moment  weaken  the  Security  Council  in 
its  efforts  to  aot  promptly  and  effectively.  Ho  felt  that 
if  unanimity  of  the  five  permanent  powers  was  not  required, 
the  three  or  four  great  powers  who  were  in  aeoord  in  a 
time  of  crisis  would  hesitate  to  oppose  the  other  one  or 
two  great  powers  out  of  concern  for  the  course  of  action 
that  they  should  pursue.  This  had  happened  in  the  League 
of  Nations  in  the  Manohurian  crisis,  when  the  permanent 
members  of  the  Council  hesitated  because  they  know  that 
not  all  the  major  powers  of  the  world  were  in  the  Council. 
The  Chinese  Delegation  felt  that  its  choice  was  clear 
between  a  more  or  loss  ideal  system  of  voting  and  one 
requiring  unanimity  and  effective  decisions •  All  recognized 
that  the  agreement  reached  by  the  sponsoring  governments 
and  Franco  was  really  a  great  achievement,  and  that  what- 
ever the  Imperfections  of  the  statement'  it  did  give  a 
great  deal  of  clarification  on  many  of  tho  questions  asked* 
As  one  who  had  participated  in  tho  discussion  and  prepara- 
tion of  the  statement,  he  testified  that  a  great  deal  of 
attention  had  been  given  to  tho  questions  raised  by  tho 
Subcommittee,  because  tho  sponsoring  governments  and  France 
had  desired  not  only  to  establish  unanimity  among  the  five 
powers  but  also  to  establish  it  between  those  five  powers 
and  all  tho  others .  Ho  thought  it  perhaps  unavoidable 
and  not  unnatural  that  some  points  would  still  appear  to 
bo  in  doubt  because  wo  were  creating  instruments  which  must 
be  given  on  opportunity  to  develop  and  adapt  themselves  to 
changing' circumstances.  Just  as  tho  framors  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  tho  United  States/  by  not  attempting  to  write 
out  all  possible  interpretations  beforehand,  had  provldod 
the  basis  for  the  emergence  of  a  great  world  power*  so,  it 
would  bo  wiser  for  the  framors  of  thie  Charter  to  leave 
some  questions  to  tho  future.  In  this  way  the  Security 
Council  and  tho  Assembly  would  bo  ablo  to  respond  to  the 
needs  of  future  times.  He  contended  that  oven  in  such 
matters  as  sotting  the  time  and  method  for  the  settlement 
of  disputes,  and  decisions  as  to  whether  or  not  a  dispute 
was  Justiciable,  it  was  desirable  to  have  unanimity  of  the 
permanent  members  for  the  sake  of  a  strong  and  effective 
Security  Council*  Re  begged  that/  in  discussing  the  voting 
formula,  suspicion  and  distrust  should  be  avoided*  Not 
only  should  the  non-permanent  members  have  confidence  in 
the  permanent  members,  but  it  vas  equally  imperative  that 
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the  permanent  members  should  have  confidence  and  truet  In 
the  non-pernancnt  meobors  who  night  form  a  bloc  that  could 
obstruct  a  decision  in  the  Council*  It  was  only  on  the 
basis  of  faith  and  trust  that  tho  nev  organization  could 
be  expected  to  succeed  in  its  primary  purpose • 

The  Delegate  of  Canada,  enphaslzlng  that  the  Coramit- 
teo  was  to  vote  on  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  amendments 
and  on  the  proposed  texts  of  the  Dumbarton  Ocks  Proposals, 
thought  that  it  had  to  make  en  essentially  political 
decision  as  to  what  was  possible  at  the  Conference*  While 
he  could  not  accept  the  interpretation  of  the  voting  pro- 
cedure as  satisfactory*  he  felt  that  it  was  not  too  high 
a  price  to  pay  for  a  world  organisation  which  was  good  in 
so  many  other  respects*  He  had  heard  no  convincing  answer 
to  tho  arguments  that  a  veto  by  any  power  on  decisions  con* 
corning  conciliatory  procedure  was  unnecessary  and  undeair- 
able*  H6  feared,  noroovor,  that  the  position  taken  by 
tho  sponsoring  governments  would  seriously  weaken  the 
Security  Council  Itself.  Bo  took  comfort*  however,  in 
three  things:  First*  if  tho  veto  power  wore  exorcised 
at  any  stage  of  a  hearing  before  the  Security  Council* 
that  would  automatically  end  tho  Council's  consideration 
of  tho  question*  which  could  thon  bo  brought  before  the 
Assembly.  Second*  tho  good  sense  and  moderation  of  the 
permanent  members  In  the  exercise  of  their  power  could*  he 
believed*  be  counted  upon.  Third,  decisions  of  tho  Council 
might  build  up  a  conmon  law  which  would  eventually  bo  incor- 
porated In  the  Charter  itself  and  thereby  establish  more 
satisfactory  procedures  than  those  laid  down  in  tho  mem- 
orandum of  tho  sponsoring  governments .  Therefore*  the 
Canadian  Delegation  would  not  oppose  tho  adoption  of  the 
original  Dumbarton  Oaks  draft  and  would  abstain  from  vot- 
ing on  amendments  to  that  text.  In  roturn*  he  hoped  that 
the  sponsoring  governments  cuid  Franco  could  still  find  a 
suitably  and  reasonably  flexible  procedure  for  change  so 
that  tho  public  asked  to  accept  under  special  circumstances 
proposals  difficult  to  justify*  would  not  bo  asked  to  accept 
them  In  perpetuity. 

Tho  Cuban  Representative  stated  that  his  Delegation 
was  opposed  to  the  veto  for  the  reasons  already  oxpressod 
by  tho  Delegates  of  Egypt*  El  Salvador*  Belgium*  and 
Australia.  Be*  too*  thought  the  proposed  voting  procedure 
might  be  accepted  as  something  provisional  and  subject  to 
future  amendment*  provided  that  tho  veto  did  not  apply  to 
amendments  of  the  Charter*  Characterizing  the  delibera- 
tions of  tho  sponsoring  governments  as  a  new  Yalta  con- 
ference* ho  expressed  disappointment  In  tho  results*  par- 
ticularly since  the  five  powers  apparently  had  Insisted 
upon  tho  use  of  the  veto  even  in  procedural  and  subsidiary 
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matters.  His  Delegation4 had  not  been  convinced  by  argu- 
ments in  favor  of  the  veto,  for  if  unanimity  really  existed 
among  the  great  powers  the  veto  was  superfluous .  Further- 
more, the  veto  might  help  to  bring  on  war  through  lack  of 
action  by  the  Council.  The  Cuban  Delegation  wanted  not 
only  world  order  but  world  Justice.  The  statement  by  the 
four  sponsoring  governments  and  France  seemed  to  establish 
a  tutorship  with  no  clearly  stated  time  limit  for  the 
coming  of  age  of  those  under  tutelage.  It  would  soem  that 
faith  in  the  Atlantic  Charter  and  in  subsequent  declara- 
tions had  been  misplaced.  Cuba,  therefore,  was  opposed  to 
tho  veto  as  expressed  in  tho  Yalta  Conference  document  and 
stood  in  favor  of  the  preamble  of  tho  Charter  and  the  reali- 
zation of  its  Ideals.  Cuba  eould  accept  the  voto  only  as 
something  provisional  and  on  the  understanding  that  the 
Charter  could  be  amended  without  the  veto  being  applied  to 
amendments  • 

The  Delegate  of  Honduras  agreed  with  the  Peruvian 
Delegate  that  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  wore  political 
rather  than  juridical  and  legal.  Hence  the  Charter  now 
being  drafted  was  not  so  much  a  charter  of  international 
law  as  an  adaptation  of  principles  to  the  crude  and  rugged 
facts  arising  from  war  Itself*  If,  for  the  creation  of  tho 
Organization,  it  was  nocossary  that  the  permanent  members 
of  the  Security  Council  vote  unanimously,  his  Delegation 
would  approve  Section  C  of  Chapter  VI .  Honduras  felt 
indebted  to  the  United  States  rjid  other  great  powers  for 
the  attainment  of  final  victory  In  Europe  and  did  not  over- 
look the  fact  that  lives  were  still  being  lost  in  the  w&j 
against  Japan.  The  issue  was  not,  therefore,  one  of  large  or 
small  nations,  but  of  recognizing  the  Inevitable  realties 
erected  by  the  present  war. 

3-  Future  Meetings. 

It  was  agreed,  upon  tho  suggestion  of  the  Chairman, 
supported  by  the  Delegate  of  the  United  States,  that  the 
Committee  should  hold  two  meetings  on  the  following  day. 
The  Delegate  of  Australia  suggested  that  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  test  vote  should  bo  taken  on  an  amendment  con- 
cerned with  the  acceptance  of  the  veto  In  relation  to  Sec- 
tion A  of  Chapter  VIII.  If  it  were  rejected  then  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  text  should  be  put. 


The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:10  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  ra8TRICTlc9-»«,«tM 

on  International  Organization  m/i/S  (rraNCH) 

June  12,   1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comite  1       Organ!  Batl  on  et  Procedure  _ 
CDMPTE-RBKDU  RgqUMq  DE  LA  DIX-S^PTIEME  9EANCE 


DU  GOUTS*  IIIA 

Vet  arena  Building,    Salle  223,  le  11  Juin  1945 
a  16  h* 

Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  k  16  heurea. 

1,  Expose  dee  questions  tralteea  fe  la  seance  precedent  e» 

Le  President  raopelle  quv  *k  la  seance  precedents,   il 
a  eequlsae  1'et^t  actuel  dea  tj^avaiuj  du,  Comlte^     Au  ooure 
de  ce^te  mftm?  aeanqe,   le  Comite  a  deolde  de  oreer  un  Soue-, 
comlte  charge  de  reexamlner,   en  oonaultation  eveo  le  Comite 
II/2,  le  texte  du  oaragraphe  8,   de  la  Section  D,  du  Chapitre 
V  dea  propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks.     Ce  T>a*agrapl}e  cgnqerne 
lea  rapport  a  du  Conaeil  de  ^fequrite  avec  lfAssemblee  Oenerale* 
Le  Sous-  comlte  III/l/C  a  aiege  le  matin  m&me  avec  le  Sous- 
comlte  XI/2/B* 

Au^cours  de  aa  seance  precedent  e,  le  (Jo  mite  III/l  a 
commence  lfex^men  du  rapport  du  Soua-comlte  I  I  I/I  /B,   trans- 
mettant  lea  reponaea  dee  quatra  Oouvernements  ^nvltant  a  et 
de  la  France  &  un  questionnaire  ,qul  leur  a  ate  aoumie  par 
lea  membrea  du  Soua-oomite  repreaentant  dea  gouvernementa 
autres  que/lea  Oouvernementa  Invl  tents.     Cet  axemen  n'a  paa 
e^e  termine     et  doit  reprendre  au  coura  de  la  presente 
seance* 

2.  Suite  de  l^xamen  j*^  Ranport  du  Soua-comlte  III/l/B       ^ 
au  auJeY  de  la  Procedure  'HaVot'e  aii  Conaell  de  Seourlte 

Le  delegue  de  la  Toheooalovaquie  estime  que  la  declara- 
tion dea  Oouvernement  a  invltanta  oontribue  dvune  maniere 
oerta^ne  k  eluolder  la  que  at  ion.  Loin  dvttre  un  inatruoent 
dirige  oontre  las  Petitea  Puiaaanoea,  le  veto  Dourra  fort 
blen  ttre  exerce.dpna  leur.lnterdt*     II  inmorte  d'admettre 
oette  t^paaibillte,  oar  on  evlteralt  ainai  de  laiaaer  lea 
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debate  de  la  Conference  donner  lf  inroreeaion  d'une  lutte 

entre  grandee  et  petit ea  pyleeanoea*     L'orateur,  afflrmant 
qtj'll  eat  ioooaelble  da  prevo^r  toutaa  laa  altuationa  qua 
r§eerve  I'avenir*  aatlma  preferable  de  orendre  aote  de  la 
declaration  dee  ^ouv  err)  erne  nte  5.  nv  it  ant  a  at  d1  adopter  la 
formula  d*  vote  propoaaa  k  la  Section  C  du  Chapltre  VI . 

,      Le  delegue  de  la  Belgique,  fait  obeerver  qua  aon  pay  a 
daaire  qua  lee  Orandee  Ptjlaaanoea  aslant  en  ma  aura  dfaglr; 
la  Belgique,  qul  a  montre  par  aa  participation  a  la  guerre 
aur  plualeura  front  a  qu'glle  na  aa  preoocw>$  t>ae  de  elnrolee 
queetlona  de  eouverainete,  eat  T>r6te  k  oooperer  aveo  lea 
autrea  paya  dan  a  la  paix  comma  dan  a  ^a  guerre.     A  aon  av^e, 
oe  qu'll  y  a  de  nouveau  dan  a, la,  procedure  de  vote  propoaee, 
o|eet  que  le  veto  aera  axe  roe  r>ar  oertalna  Etata  et  rae  par, 
lea  autrea.     Or,  oeol  eat  contra! re  au  prinolee  de  1'egallte 
aouveralne  dee  Etata.     L'orateur,  tout  en  admettant  que  lev 
drolt  de  veto  eat  neoeeealre  dan  a  le  oaa  de  me  aura  a  coejjcl- 
tlveaf   ae  declare  entl^remant  d1 Accord  aveo  oeux  qul  pre- 
tende^t  que  oe  drolt  n'eat  paa  neoeaaalre  loraqu1^!  a'aglt 
de  prevenlr^dea  oonfllta.     La  regie  de- Vunanlmite  adoptee 
a  la  Soolete  dee  Net  lone  etalt  Dlua  llberale  que  oelle  qul 
eat  proDoaee  lol  et  aelon  laquella  lf abstention  de  1'une 
dee  grandee  t>u^aaanoea  oomptera  comma  tin  vote  contre  lea 
meaurea  propoaeea.     En  outre,  la  "veto"  pourra  erapfecher 
la  reooura  k  la  Cour  Internationale*    Enfln,  on  pourra 
affn  aervir  t^our  Interdlre  une  erjauftte  qul  fpralt  la  lu- 
mUra  BUT  le  oaractere  dfun  d  if  fa  rend.    Le  regie  de 
iMinanlmlte  aulvle  i  la  Sooiete  dea  Matlona  algnlf^alt  qua 
tout  Etat  falaant  obataole  k  lf action  de  la  Soolete  a'ex- 
r>oaalt  aux  reactlona  de  I1  opinion  r>ubllque.     lol^  nar  oontre, 
la  Chart  e  el  la -mime  cermet  I'obatructlon,  t>arce  qufelle 
dorme  k  I1  une  oueloonque  dpa  Cinq  ^ulaaanoea  le  drolt  dfin~ 
voquer  eea     dlat>oeltlona  quand  elle  veut  ent raver  I1  action 
de  I1 Organ! eat Ion. 

Le  delegue  dea  Paya-Bae  nartage  lfaviq  dee  del£$uee  de 
lfAuatralie  et  de  la  Belgique.     Etant  dqnne  que  la  declara- 
tion dea  luetre  Grandee  Pulaaanoea  ne  repond  paa  aux  ob- 
ject lone  dea  Pax0-Baa  relative a  aux  CheBitree  VI  et  VIII  de 
la  Charts,  la  Delegation  neerlandalaa  oontlnuera  k  reolamer 
I1 adoption  de  eea  troia  anendemen^a  k  oea  Chapltrea*     II-  eat 
d§  la  plua  haute  imnortanoe  da  pr^claer  el  oul  ou  non  une 
dec  lei  oi}  eat  une  que  at  Ion  de  procedure  et  aa  trouve,  de  oe 
fait,  regie  par  le  oaragraphe  £,   de  la  Section  0,  du  (Jha- 
pltre  VI.     ^n  oe  qul  oonoerne  le  paragraphs  3  de  la  declara- 
tion dea  Quatre  Gk>uvernementa  Invltanta  (Doc.  852,  pt  £), 
1'orateur  deman^e  al  lfexamen  et  la  dlaouaal9n,  par  le  Con- 
aell,  dfun  dlfferand  ou  d'xaie  altuatlon  m>rtea  k  aa  oonnaia- 
aanoe  an  vertu  du  paragraphe  2,  de  la  Section  A,  du  Chaultre 
VIII,  aeraient  publlquaa,  et  al  un  rapport  formulant  une 
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conclusion  a  era  it  eteljl^.     II*  asthma  qua  tout  as  ces  questions 
dyrralent  fttre  oonsiderees  comma  etant  dea  questions  de  pro- 
cedure* 

Le  deligue  de  lg  Norvege  estlme  qua  la  question  du  vote 
na  aauralt  etre  laolaa  du  prcbleme  polltlque  de  la  concilia** 
tion  par  la  Conaell  da  9ecurite.     II  admet  qua  dans  un  organe 
oomooee  dfEtatsf   comme  la  Oonaell  de  Be  our  it  e.  I'unanlmite 
daa  oinq  mambrea  permanent  •  dans'  lee  trpve.ux'de  conciliation 
eat  daa  plus  import  an  tee.  male  11  volt  da  aarleusea  objections 
au  Principe  de  la  rfcgle  de  I'unanlmlte.     II  fait  observer, 
d'au^re  paijt,  que  lea  dispositions  qul  empdchent  le  Consell 
de  Saourite  $e  s'ooowier  da  toute  question  de  Juridiction 
Interne  repreaentent  un  paa  en  arr^ere,   car,  en  vartu  de 
1(  Article  1^1  ,du  Pftcte  de  la  Societe  dea  Nations,   ^e  Consell 
de  la  Soolete  avalt  le  droit  de  prendra  en  consideration  de* 
faita  de  oette  nature  dans^s^s  tentative*  de  (jonoilietion. 
L'ora^eur  eepfere  que  les  delegations  qul  se  depensent  pour 
la  creation  d'un  Consell  oui  soit  plus  effloaoe  dans  oe  do- 
maina  tiandront  oompte  da  oe  fait   et,  peut-6tre,   etendront 
lea  pouvoirf  du  Coneeil.     II  accept  a  que  oe  qa'll  appelle 
•la^prlorite  de  la  regie  da  la  concord?",  fc  aavolr  1'unani- 
mite  das  membra  a  permanenta  dans  des  decisions  relatives  , 
aux  enqudtes,   soi^  main  tenure  us  si  longtemps  quvll  n!en  re- 
suite  pas  de  oonaenuencea  daraiaonnablea.  La  Chart  e  ccntient 
beauooup  de  dispositions,  telles  que  cellea  aul  enoncent  les 
droit  s  et  les  privileges  flee  membres,  aul  n^  peuvent  pas 
etre  eu  span  dues  par  un  vote  du  Gone  ell  de  Securlte.     Pour 
oette  raison,  11  attire  I1  attention  dea  Que  t  re  Oouvernements 
lnvitants,sur  la  derniire  clause  du  Paragraphs  P  (Section  1) 
de  leur  declaration  (Doc.  852  9  p,   2)  ou  11  eat  Indlque  que 
la  Conaall  pourrait,  par  un  vote  d^  sept  membres  queloonques, 
Invltar  tout  Etat  partle  a  un  dlfferend  dont  s'ocoune  le 
Conseil  a  partioiner  a  la  Discussion  relative  k  oe  diffe- 

II  estime  oue  la  redaction  devrplt  fttre  "oartie  b  un 


^ 

differend  dont  dolt  afoccuper  "  au  lieu  de  "e'oocupe";  11  na 
pourrait  alnsi  sfalaver  de  dlfferend  avant   que  les  deux 
parties  aoient  venues  k  la  barre  du  Cons  ail.     Lforateur  na 
partake  pas  I1  avis  de  ceux  qul   semblent  Denser  que  le  Con* 
sell  aglralt  V  la  suite  da  plusieurs  votes,   car,  ,oomue 
I'ex^^rience  de  la  Soolete  des  Nations  lf/|  montre,   on  ne 
precede  rait  pas  a  un  vote  avent  (J1  avoir  realise  un  accord* 
Sn  outre,   la  regie  de  I1unanimlte  n'empftohereit  pas  le 
Consell  d'dtre  un  Instrument   effeotif  de  conciliation  oar, 
salon  le  Ohapltre  I  sur  les  buts  de  3,a  Chart  e.  lea  membres 
permanent  s  sont  tenus  de  tenter  de  reallaer  1'unanimite 
aur  de  tellea  questions.     M§me   en  edme^tant   ou1!!  nfait  paa 
oomprls  tout  a  la  signification  de  la  declaration  des  Oouver- 
naments  invitants,   le  fond  <Je  la  question  est  la  formule  da 
Yalta  relative  fc  I9unanimlte  des  cinq  membres  permanent  s,  at 
la  Norvbge  voter  a  en  s*  favour  sans  proposer  dfamendements« 
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La  delegation  de  la  Norvegn,  oependant,   avelt  un  amendemeot 
oonoernant  le  nombre  dee  volx  requlses  des  membree  non- 
permanent  e,  mala  ceoi  eat  une  autre  question. 

Le  delegue  de  la  France,   rendant  homraage  a  la  valllance 
aveo  laquelle  lea  d^legues  de  1'Auatralle,  de  le  Belglgue  et 
d$s  Pays-Bas,  ont  defendu  leurs  vues,  Inslate  eur  la  neoessi- 
te  df accepter  1J accord  auquel  lea  Grande  a  Pulaaanoea  ne  sent 
arrlveee  ou'apres  de  longuesvdisousaiona  et  beauoouo  de  com- 
promls,  ,  Rapt>  el  ant  I1  Atmosphere  de  orlae  et  le , sentiment 
au!un  delal  dens  IP  realisation  d!un  Accord  present e  un/dan- 
ger  pour  le  malntlen  de  la  palx  et  de  la  aeourite,   11  de- 
olare  aufll  existe  un  grave  danger  de  voir  unu  telle  orlae 
se  reprodulre.     Auoune  ouiasanoe,   eatlme-t--!!,   ne  voudralt 
prendre  la  reenonsablllte  d:un  tel  renouveinernent  de  orlae, 
II  demande  que  I1  on  iaese  conflanoe  aux  grandee  puissances 
qul  n'ex^roeront  leure  drolte  qu'aveo  pi^ulonoe  et  en  tenant 
dtonent  oompte  de^lp  loroe  de  I1  opinion  puKlique.     En  oe  qul 
oonoerne  la  Soolete  dee  Nations,   11  ne,crolt  pps  que  oe  aolt 
la  regie  de  l!unenlmite  qul  alt  entrnve  a on  action,  ma is 
lfabaenoe^  d^a  1'orlglne,   drune  grande  puleeenoe,   et  le  re- 
trait  ulterleur  d'outros  puissances.  II  ne,a$rvlrait  e  rlen 
de  pixjlonger  en  comite  oea  debate  oul  ont  ete  pour  le  monde 
une  demonstration  de  la  llberte  de  e'exprlmer  et  de  dis cuter. 
II  demande  que^'on  ae  mette  e^i)S  tarder  d1  accord  pour 
accepter  lea  decisions.     Cecl  temolgneralt  de  1! unite  des 
Natlona  Unlea  et  de  leur  volonte  de  malntenlr  la  palx  a 
lfatvenlrj 

^Le  delegue  du  l*erou  examine  le  Drobl^me  sous  deux  angles 
different s.     Du  o6te  technique  ou  Juridique,   11  exlate  un  de- 
savantage  payoho^oglque  'fe  utlllaer  le  mot   "veto11,  pour 
qualifier  une  prerogative  appertenant  a  olnq  nations  seule- 
ment.     A  la  Soolete  dea  Rations,   le  veto  s^nifiait  le  drolt 
de  marchander  et  11  a  tres  re  re  ment   oondult  a  une  Impasse, 
alora  que  dans  la  nouvelle  Organisetion  ll^sembl^rpit  6tre 
un  drolt,    a  la  disposition  de  certains  interdts,  polltlques 
ou  eoonomlques,  de  s'opposer  aux  prlnclpes  de  ralson  et  aux 
concessions.     D1 autre  pert,   11  es^  peu  judlcleux,  psycholo- 
glquement,   de  demander  I1unanlmlte  oar  cecl  risque  d'encou- 
rager  des  dissensions.     Le  veto  pourralt  en  outre  s'opposer 
a  oe^que  Juatlce  aolt  falte.     Final ement,   11  ne  partage  pa a 
I1 Idee  que  le  prooeeeue  d%s  reglements  ppcifiaues  est  indi- 
visible et^ll  estlme  qu!une  distinction  ^evralt  fetre  fplte 
entre  la  period^  de  oonolllfrtlon  ^t  Iq  periods  de  mesures 
coercltlves.     Neenmolns,   ce  Gomlte  n'etant  pas  un  Comite 
de  Jurletes,  11  a  dfi  examiner  I1  autre  aspeol}  du  problems: 
ses  Implications  polltlques.     Blen  que  la  declaration  de0 
Oouvernements  Invltante  so It  obscure  et  vague  en  plus leurs 
points,   elle  est  oependant  une  preuve  de  oe  que  les  Puis- 
sances ont  fait  de  leur  mleux  pour  arrlver  a  un  a coord. 
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Le  Comlte  doit  aoceptsr  le  felt  que  ^e  veto  place  oertalnes 
^ulssanoee  dans  une  situation^privilegiee,  ou  riaquer  un 
eohec  dans  sa  tentative  de  ereer  une  Organisation,,    Devant 
00  dllemme,  11  p  re  fere  la  Charte,  eveo  tous  sea  defauts* 
Lfor«teur,  ,decrivant  son  attitude  comme  tenant  oomr>te  des 
possibllltea  plutdt  qu1    "opportunists*,   declare  qufll  orolt 
fermement  que  les  qinq  pulse  an  oes  sf  eznploleront  oonscienci- 
easement  V  faire  regner  la  paix.     Lorsque  les  ciyconstances 
se  modlfleront,  la  Charte  devra  dtre^perfegtlonnee,  et,   si 
le  drolt  de  veto  dovait  Itre  conserve  en  depit  de  oes  per- 
fectionnements,   11  faudreit  elors  reconnaltre  aux  puissances 
le  droit  de  se  retirer  de  lf  Organisation.     En  terrain  art,   11 
rend  hommage  a  oe  qu'l^  consldere  oomme  le  trplt  nettement 
dominant  de  oette  Conference:     I1  accord  immedlat  et  presnue 
unenime  de  toutes  les  petltes  puissances  au  sujet  de  cer- 
tains pr  incites  de  justice  et  de  drolt  international.     Cecl, 
croit-11,   est  une  raison  df*voir  foi  dans  lf*vanlr.     B'il  se 
produisMt  une  crise  au  Be  in  du  Conseil,  le  monde  entler 
&T>ouler9lt  une  solution  au  nom  de  IP  justice  et  du  droit  in- 


Le  delegue  de  la  CV^ne  exoose  un  point  de  vue  different 
de  celul  d^e  orateurs  precedent  a.     31  ohacun  est  dv  accord  que 
le  Cons  ell  de  3  ecu  rite  dolt  6tre  un  org*ne  t>ulf  eant  et  effec- 
tlf,   !^1  n!y  a  d!«utre  cholx  que  d'o^^uyer  Ifi  regie  de  1'una- 
nimlte  comme  t^ne  condition  eseentie^le  de  SP  nuiss^nce  et  de 
son  efflopcite,     Lff»utre  t)osslbl}ito  serplt  un  systeme  de 
vote,  t>eut-6tre  t^lus^perfeqtlonne,  ma  is  aul  pourrait  e 
bllr  le  Cons  ell  de  Seourlte  )j  un  moment  ou  ^1  devra  it 
promotement  et  effloacemeijt.     81  I'unan^mite  des  cinq 
tmisflpnces  Dermrnentes  n'etnlt  pas  exlgeet  les  trols  ou  quatre 
d^entre  elles  quif  -en  oas  de  crise,   seraient  d1  accord  BUT  une 
decision,  he  alter*  lent  ^  aglr  en  opposition  aveo  Jfautrcjf   ou 


avec  lea  deux  autrea.   qiii  ne  se  rallieralei}t  ^na  a  la  decision 
en  question.     Ceol  a  'eat  t>roduit  a  la  Societe  dee  Nations  lors 
de  I1  Affaire  de  Kandchourie,   quand  les  membr^s  permnnents  du 
Consell  hes^terent,  enchant  que  lef  t>rii}olt>ale8  pulaaancee  , 
dij  monde  nfetalent  pas  toutes  repreaenteee  au  Consell.  i*a 
delegation  ohlnolse  nfa  t>as  d1  he  9!  tat  ion  a  c^oleir  entre  un 
ay  at  erne  de,vote  t^lus^ou  raoina  ideal,   et  un  autre  qui  requlert 
I'unanlmito  et^ea  Decisions  effectives.     Cheoun  reconnait 
que  lf  accord  realise  per  lea  Qouvernements^invltpnts  et  la 
France  est  un  veritable  succes,et  que  la  declaration,   que  la 
que  soient  ses  defauts,  a  \e  merit  e  de  rendre  beauooui)  plus 
olalres  ^on  nombre  dee  questions  poshes.     Ay  ant  lul-m§me 
partiolpe  fe  la  discussion  et  fe  la  preparation  do  le  ^e9lara- 
tion,  ^forateur  temoigne  aue  ^epucoun  d1  attention^  ete 
accordee  aux  problemes  souleves  par  le,3oue-oomltef  oar  lea 
Oouvernement  s  iavitants  et  la  France  deslralent  etabllr 
I'unanimite  non  seulement  entre  les  cinq  puissance  a,  mais 
aussl  entre  oes  cinq  puissances  et  toutes  les  autres.     XI 
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eat  p*ut~6tre  Inevitable  et  asset  natural  qua  quelquaa  pginte 
eemblent  encore  d-outeux;  mala  noua  aoomea  en  train  de  oree?  , 
dea  Instruments  auxquele  11  oopvlent  de  donner  la  poeeiblllte 
de  T>rogreeaer  et  de.  a  f  adapter  a  dea  olroonatanoea  lui  varient. 
II  B  era  It  t>lua  ea^e  de  la  'part  dea  auteura  de  oette  Chart  e, 
a  I1  In  a  tar  dea  auteura  de  la  Constitution  dea  Bteta  Unla  de 
lalsser  a  1'avenir  ^e  aoln  de  regler  certain  es  questions  ,en 
ne  oherohant  paa  a  etabllr  a  lfavance  toutea  lea  lnte$pre- 
talona  possibles;  oette  methods  a  fournl  la  base  du  de- 
veloppement  d'une  grange  puifaanoe  mondial!}*     De  oette  ma* 
mere,  le  Cons  ell  de  Seourlte  et  I1  Assembles  aeralent  en 
meaure  de  falre  faoe  aux  exigences  dea  temga  future.     Mftme 
lorsqu'll  afaglt  <Je  fixer  un  dal^l  et  la  methode  pour  le 
reglement  de  dif  ferende,   et  de  decider  al  un  dlfferend  eat 
d'ordre  Ju^lclaire  ou  nonf  11  eat  souhal  table  d'obttmlr 
I1  unanimity  dea,membrea  permanent  a  al  lfon  veut  qua  le  Con- 
sell  de  Securlte  aolt  fort  et  effect  If.     L'orateur  demande 
que  la  discussion  de  la  formula  de  vote  ne  reflete  nl  sus- 
picion nl  mef  lance  •     Non  seulement  lea  membres  non-perma- 
nent a  devraient  aocqrder  leur  oeijf  lance  aux  membres  perma- 
nent e,  mala  11  eat  e  gal  em  en  t  Imoeratif  que  lea  membree 
permanent  a  aooordent  la  leur  aux  membres  non-permanent  s, 
qul  p^uvent  former  un  bloc  auaoeptible  de  faire  obstacle 
aux  declaiona  du  Coneeil.     Oa  nfest  que  aur  la  baae  de  la 
foi  et  de  la  conflenee  qu'on  t>eut  a'attendre  It  oe  que  la 
nouvelle  Organisation  attelgne  aon  but  primordial^ 

Le  delegutf  du  Canada,  aoullgnant  le  fait  que  le  Gomite 
dolt  voter  l'ador>tlon  ou  le  rejet  dfamendementa  et  dea 
textea  dea  proooaltlona  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  eatime  qu'll  a 
V  prendre  une  decision  e  s  sent  1  ell  ement  politique  pour  s  avoir 
oe  qu'il  eat  r^oaalbl^  d»obtenlr  a  la  Conference.     Bien,qu'il 


, 

ne  pulaae  ^aa  conalderer  comme  sptlsfaisante  lf  Interpret  at  ion 
de  la,proqedure  de  vote,  11  eatima  ou'elle  n'est  nas  un  prlx 
trop  eleve  pour  une  organisation  mondlale  qul  eat  satis- 
falaante  sous  tant  dfautrea^ai|peotas    Aucune  reponae  con- 
valncante,  IL  aon  avis,  n'a  ete  donnee  a  1%!  argument  qu'un 
veto  otiose  par  une  DU  Is  sane  e  quelconque  a  dea  decisions 
relatives  fe  la  procedure  de  conciliation  eat  inutile  et 
indeeirable*     II  eat  a  oralndre,  par  ailleurs,  oue  I1  atti- 
tude prlee  par  lea  Gouveraemgnte  lijvltanta  affaibllaae 
aerieuaement  le  Oonaeil  de  Segurite  Iul-m6rae.     L'prateur 
volt  cependant  troia  point  a  reconfortanta;     premierement,   si 
le  droit  de  veto  eat  ^xerce  k  un  atade  queloonnue  de  1'en- 
quete  du  Con  sell  de  Securlte,  oeci  mettra  fin  automatique- 
ment  It  lfexamen  de  la  question  $ar  le  Conaell,  et  qette 
question  pourra  alora  6tr<*  portee  devant  1'Assemblee; 
deuxl^mem^nt  ,  on  peut  conrpter,  crolt-il  aur  le  bon  aena 
et  la  moderation  dea  membree  nermaqents  dana  I'exercioe  de 
leur  pouvolr;  trolslemement,  lea  declaiona  du  Oonaeil  pour- 
raient  conatituer  un  droit  ooutumler,  susceptible  d'etre 
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final  eaent  Inoorgore  a  la  flharte  elle-mtoe  et,  da  oe  fait, 
atablir  des, procedures  p}ua  satisfaieantee  qua  oellee  qui 
aont  st^pulees  dans  ^e, memorandum  dee  gouvernemente  invltante* 
En  consequence,  la  delegation  oanadlanne  na  a1 oppose re  pas 
a  I1  adoption  du  pro  Jet  original  da  Dumbarton  Oaks  et  s'abetien- 
dra  da  voter  aur  laa  amendementa  &  oa  texta.     Zl  eapfcre  an 
revanohe  qua  lea  &ouvernynents  invitants  et  la  France  pourront 
encore,  trouver  une  procedure  aopropriee  et  stiff isamment  aouple, 
permettant  dea  modlfioetlons,  de  fapon  cue  le  public^  auquel 
on  demande  d' accepter,  en  ralson  de  oiroonetencea  epeciales, 
dea  proportions  ou'il  eat  difficile  de  Justifier,  ne  aoit 
paa  oblige  de  lea  acoenter  indeflniment, 

representant  de  Cfube  declare  qua  ea  Delegation  eat 
au  veto  pour  lea  rsleona  deja  exprimeea  par  lea 
deleguea  de  1 f Egypt e.  du  Salvador,  dela  Be^gique  et  de 
lf Australia.    Lui  ea^lme  auaai  qua  la  procedure  de  vote 
pourralt  £tre  accept ee  oomme  m^aure  proviaoire  et  sujette 
a  dea  amendementa  ulterieura.  etant  entendu  que  le  veto   , 
ne  afapt)Hqu^ra  paa  aux  amendementa  a  la  Chert  e.     Caraote- 
rlaant  lea  deliberations  dea  Oouvernementa  Invltante  comma 
une  nouvelle , Conference  de  Yalta.!  il  exprlme  son  desappoin- 
tement  dea  resultats,  partloulier^ment  paroe  aue  lea  cinq 
puissances  ont  apparemment  inalfte  aur  lfexerolce  du  veto 
m6ma  dana  dea  questions  de  procedure  ou  dea  queationa  sub- 
sldlalres,     Lef  Arguments  en  faveur  du  vetg  n'ont  paa 
oonvalnou  aa  delegation!  car  el  1'unanimlte  entre  lea 
Grande s  Puissances  exiete  vraiment,  le  veto  eat  auperflu* 
En  outre,  erj  paralyaant  I1  action  du^gnsell,  le  veto  risque 
de  laiaaer  eclat er  la  guerre.     La  delegation  cubalne  desire 
non  aeulement  1'ordre  mondial,  mala  auaai  la  Justice  mon- 
dlale.     La  declaration  dea  Qua t re  Oouvernementa  invltanta 
et  de  la  France  aembl^  etabllr  un  ayateme  de  tut ell e  aana 
fixer  clairement  le  delai  dana  lequ^l  oeux  qui  y  eont 
assujettls  attelndront  leur  majorite.     II  aemble  done  que 
la  foi  dana  la  Chart  e  $e,l'Atlantigue  et  dana  lea  declara- 
tions ulterleurea  ait  ate  mal  plaqee.     Cuba,  en  consequence, 
s 'oppose  au  veto  tel  qu9ll  eat  prevu  dana  le, document  de  la 
Conference  de  Yalta  et  reate  en  faveur  du  preambula  de  la 
Oharte  et  de  la  realiaaticn  de  aea  ideaux.     II  ne  pourrait 
accepter  le  veto  cue  oomme  une  me sure  ijrovlsolre,  et  fe  con- 
dition qua  la  Oharte  puiaae  Stre  amendee  aana  que  le  veto 
e'appllQue  aux  amendementa, 

,      Le  delegue  du  Honduraa  partage  I'avia  du  delegue  du 
Perou  aur  le  f*lt  cue  lea  propoaitiona  de  Dumbarton  Oak  a 
ont  un  oaractere  politique  plutdt  que  Juridlque.     De  ce 
fait,  la  Chart e  que  I1 on  redige  actuellement  eat  moina  un 
instrument  de  drolt  International  qu1 une Adaptation  de 
prinoipaa  aux  faita  fronds  at  brut aux,  resultant  de  la 
guerre.     81,  pour  la  creation  de  I'Organleatlon,  il  eat 
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neceeeaj.re  nue  let  ijembreg  permanent!  du  Ooneell  do  Beourlte 
votent  a  1'unanlmite  aa  delegation  approuvera  la  Section  C 
du  Chapitre  VI.  Le  Honduras  a'eetime  redevable  envera  lea 
Etata  Unia  et  d'autree  grandee  pulaaanoea  de  la  viotolre 
finale  en  Europe,  et  n'oub^le  pae"  le  fait  que  doe  tlea  hw- 
malnaa  aont  encore  sacrifices  dan a  la  guerre  centre  le  Japon* 
Le  question,  en  consequence,  ne  oonalate  paa  fe  falre  une 
distinction  entre, grantee  ou*  petltea,nationa,  mala  k 
reoonnaitre  lea  realitea  inevitables  oreeea  par  la  guerre 
actuelle. 

3.  Proohaine  8eance> 

II  est  deoldi,   aur  la  proposition  du  President,  appuye 
par  le^delegue  dea  Etats-Unia,   q^e^le^Comite  ne  tlendre  paa 
deux  eeancee  le  lendemaln*     Le  delegue  de  1! Australia  pro- 
t)oee  que  I1  on  precede  ^  un^vote  d'eaaal,   en  quelque  sorte, 
sur  un  amendement  r  el  at  If  a  I1  acceptation  du  veto  en  oe  qiji 
concerne  la  Section  A  du  Chpr>ltre  VIII.     S'll  etalt  rejeta, 
le  texte  de  Dumbprton  Oeka  davralt  elors  fetre  retenu. 

La  sepnce  eat  levee  8  19  h.  10 • 
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AGENDA  FOR  EIQHT1 
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June  12,  1949 j  10? 30  a«Bu  and  8; 30  p.nu 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Further  consideration  of  the  report  of  Subcommittee 
III/1/fe 

(3)  Consideration  of  the  provisions  of  Section  C, 
Chapter  VI,  as  proposed  at  the  Crimea  Conference, 
and  of  the  amendments  relating  thereto 

(4)  Consideration  of  unfinished  business  with  respect 
to  Sections  B  and  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals 

(5)  Consideration  of  the  report  of  Subcommittee  III/l /C 

(6)  Consideration  of  voting  procedure  in  the  Security 
Council  applicable  to  the  recommendation  of  a 
Secretary-General  (paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  V, 
of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals) 

(7)  Other  business 
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ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DE3  DIX-HUITIEHE  ET  DIX-NEUVIEME  SEANCES 

"W60MITE  IIl7l 

12  Juin  1945.   10  h.30  et  20  h»45 

1.  Expose  des  travaux  de  la  seance  precedent e. 

2.  Suite  de  lfexamen  du  rcnoport   flu  Sous-Comite  III/l/B 

3*     Exemen^des  dispositions  de  Is   Section'  0  du  Chaioltre  VI 
•proposee  ^«r  la  Conference  de  Crimee   et  des  araendements 
qui   s'y  rattachent. 

4.  Examen  des  Doints  non  encore  regies  des  Sections  B  et  D 
du  ChfiDitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks. 

5.  Expraen  ^u  r«T>port  flu  Sous-Comite  III/l/C 

6.  Exflmen  de  lft%T)roceflure  ^e  vote  a  awliquer  Tjar  le  Conseil 
de  Securite  P   In   recommendation  vis^nt  la  Designation  du 
SecretPire  0-eneral   (wragraphe  4,   Section  Bf    Chapltre  V,    dee 
Propositions  de  Diambartoh  Oaks), 

7.  Ultras  questions* 


4333 


The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  RESTRICTED 

Doc.  936  (ENGLISH )• 

III/1A5 

June  12,  1945 


HI        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  EIGHTEENTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building.  Room  223.  June  Ig,  1945.  10; 45  a.m. 

The  meeting  was  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at 
10:45  a.m. 

1.  Statement  aC  Business  Transacted  at  Previous  Meetings 

• 

The  Chairman  recalled  that  at  the  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee held  on  June  9,  he  had  summarized  the  status  of  Its 
work,  outlining  the  work  accomplished  and  the  business  not 
yet  completed.  The  present  status  of  the  Committee's  delib- 
erations remained  the  same,  since  at  Its  meeting  of  the 
previous  day  the  discussion  had  not  been  concluded  on  the 
Report  of  the  Subcommittee  III/l/B  (Doc.  883)  transmitting 
the  reply  of  the  sponsoring  governments  to  the  questionnaire 
drawn  up  by  the  members  of  the  Subcommittee  other  than  the 
delegates  of  the  sponsoring  governments. 

At  Its  meeting  of  June  9  the  Committee  had  set  up  a 
Subcommittee  (III/I/C)  with  the  task  of  reexafoining,  in 
consulatatlon  with  Subcommittee  II/2/B,  the  text  of  para* 
graph  8,  Section  B.  Chapter  V,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro* 
posals  as  amended  fcy  Committee  I 1/2.  The  paragraph  in 
question  related  to  the  receipt  and  study  by  the  General 
Assembly  of  reports  of  the  Security  Council.  This  Subcom- 
mittee had  held  Its  first  Joint  meeting  vith  Subcommittee 
II/2/B  on  the  previous  day  and  a  joint  report  of  the  two 
Subcommittees  had  been  prepared. 

2.  Further  Consideration  of  the  Report  jjf  Subcommittee  Ij I/I /B 

The  Delegate  of  Nev  Zealand,  in  opening  the  discussion, 
stated  that  there  was  a  tendency  to  exaggerate, as  veil  as 
to  minimize,  vhat  had  been  accomplished  by  the  Interpreta- 
tive Statement  by  the  Delegations  of  the  Pour  Sponsoring 
Governments  on  Voting  Procedure  In  the  Security  Council 
(Doc.  852).  He  expressed  his  regret  that  a  more  satisfactory 

•COorrigmdw  see  p*«3] 
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reply  had  not  been  made  to  the  questionnaire  submitted  to 
the  sponsoring  governments.  The  difference  In  interpreta- 
tion which  had  existed  among  the  sponsoring  governments  vas 
a  reason  to  press  for  a  clarification  of  the  voting  procedure. 
The  Statement  had  extended  the  "veto"  right  of  the  permanent  • 
members  to  situations  in  which  certain  delegates  had  thought 
it  would  not  be  operative.  Those  delegates  had  been  strength- 
ened in  their  belief  that  the  right  of  "veto"  vas  not  appli- 
cable to  a  Council  Investigation  by  a  statement  made  in  a 
previous  meeting  by  the  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Although  the  Statement  of  the  sponsoring  governments  repre- 
sented a  retrogression  from  this  view  It  vas  an  advance  over 
the  Interpretation  that  a  permanent  member  could  veto  even 
the  initiation  of  discussion  in  the  Security  Council. 

Although  it  might  be  necessary  to  accept  the  Yalta 
voting  formula  as  a  part  of  the  present  international  situa- 
tion, there  vas  no  need  to  extol  it.  A  candid  statement  of 
the  facts,  rather  than  praise  of  the  Statement,  would  havo 
been  preferable.  After  every  effort  had  been  made  to  modify 
an  evil  voting  system,  tht  hard  choice  would  rest  with  each 
delegate  to  accept  that  system  or  to  fall  in  creating  the 
Organization.  He  felt  that  the  majority  of  countries  repre- 
sented here  vere  ahead  of  the  sponsoring  governments  In 
their  views  on  this  subject  and  that  since  they  vere  asked 
to  place  their  resources  at  the  disposal  of  the  Security 
Council,  they  vero  justified  in  seeking  to  determine  hov 
that  body  vould  operate. 

The  Statement  of  the  sponsoring  governments,  he  con- 
tinued, vas  a  projection  of  old  Ideas  and  a  return  to  the 
paraphernalia  of  outvorn  diplomacy.  Although  some  delegates 
had  Interpreted  the  Statement  to  mean  that  the  Security 
Council  could  be  blocked  except  in  the  discussion  as  to 
whether  there  vould  be  discussion,  he  vould  lose  all  faith 
in  the  Organization  if  the  phrase  "consideration  and  dis- 
cussion11 vere  not  understood  in  the  broad  sense  of  genuine 
consideration  and  study*  He  requested  on  interpretation  of 
the  phrase  in  this  sense  from  representatives  of  the  spon- 
soring governments  so  that  every  nation  vould  have  the 
right  to  full  consideration  of  its  case. 

He  observed  that  It  vas  small  consolation  to  argue  that 
the  Charter  vould  be  an  advance  over  the  Covenant  of  the 
League,  since  it  vould  be  a  calamity  if  progress  had  not 
been  made  since  1919.  It  vas  also  small  consolation  to 
refer  to  the  example  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  which  had  been  perfected  by  amendments.  Let  us 
accept  the  Charter  with  its  imperfections,  he  argued,  but 
let  us  claim,  and  let  that  claim  be  granted,  that  the  states 
of  the  world  be  permitted  to  amend  the  Charter.  Ho  maintained 
that  trust  must  be  reciprocal.  If  the  organization  were  to 
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built  on  trust  the  greatest  evidence  of  that  trust  would 
be  to  remove  the  great  pover  veto,  or,  as  a  minimum,  to 
provide  for  a  conference  to  revise  the  Charter  in  the  future 
by  an  unqualified  two- thirds  majority  vote.  If  no  sluice- 
gates were  provided  for  the  dam  of  democracy,  its  foundations 
would  be  shown  to  be  insecure.  The  right  of  veto  could  not 
be  Justified  for  it  would  mean  that  an  aggressor  could  defy 
the  world  by  an  exercise  of  that  right.  However,  the  posi- 
tion of  those  opposing  it  would  be  loss  difficult  if  complete 
discussion  eould  not  be  blocked  in  the  Spcurlty  Council  and 
if  the  great  powers  would  agree  spontaneously  and  graciously 
that  a  conference  for  the  revision  of  the  Charter  would  be 
called  at  a  definite  future  date. 

The  Delegate  of  Brazil  reiterated  the  position  he  had 
taken  at  the  May  21st  mooting  of  the  Committee  that  he  was 
opposed  in  principle  to  the  right  of  veto  but  that  ho  would 
vote  for  the  text  of  paragraph  3  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  If 
his  vote  were  necessary  to  obtain  the  required  majority.  He 
recalled  that  a  Brazilian  amendment  for  periodic  review  of 
the  Charter  was  before  another  commit tee.  The  public  opinion 
of  many,  If  not  of  most,  of  the  nations  represented  here 
was  opposed  to  the  veto  power  and  the  best  means  of  making 
the  Yalta  voting  procedure  acceptable  would  be  to  provide 
for  free,  frank,  and  full  review  of  the  Charter.  Only  with 
provision  for  such  review  wouljl  the  Charter  be  applauded  by 
world  opinion. 

The  Delegate  of  Argentina  stated  that  although  he  was 
opposed  to  the  exercise  of  the  "veto"  in  the  pacific  settle- 
ment of  disputes  he  would  accept  the  present  text  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals.  His  country  had  always  adhered 
to  the  principle  of  the  Juridical  equality  of  all  states. 
In  the  establishment  of  a  democratic  regime  of  the  community 
of  nations  lay  the  fundamental  basis  of  mutual  security 
founded  on  freedom  and  Justice.  He  would  not  oppose  the 
Yalta  voting  formula,  In  the  hope  that  after  the  expiration 
of  a  transitional  period  the  revision  of  the  Charter  would 
be  possible. 

The  Delegate  of  Turkey  observed  that  there  was  wide- 
spread desire  for  a  more  liberal  interpretation  of  the  Yalta 
voting  formula  than  that  contained  in  the  Statement  of  the 
Sponsoring  governments,  wftlch  threw  little  light  on  its 
obscurities.  The  sponsoring  governments,  acting  with  good 
will,  had  shown  that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to  reach 
agreement  on  a  more  liberal  Interpretation.  He  recalled  that 
the  great  powers  had  declared  that  they  had  accepted  tho 
responsibility  to  use  the  wide  powers  granted  them  for  the 
welfare  of  the  whole  world.  The  choice  before  the  delegates 
was  not  one  between  two  possible  solutions  of  the  voting 
procedure,  but  rather  one  between  accepting  the  present 
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provisions  and  failing  to  establish  the  Organization,  His 
government  had  decided  to  shov  its  confidence  in  the  great 
powers  by  accepting  the  text  as  it  stood.  In  conclusion  he 
expressed  the  hope  that  the  sponsoring  governments  vould 
agree  to  a  less  rigid  amendment  procedure  vhloh  vould  make 
possible  the  revision  of  the  Charte^ 

The  Delegate  of  the  U.S.S.R.  pointed  out  that  consider- 
able progress  had  been  achieved  in  the  consideration  of 
voting  procedure  in  the  Security  Council  as  evidenced  by 
the  full  agreement  reached  in  this  matter  by  the  delegates 
of  the  sponsoring  governments  and  France.  He  expressed 
hope  that  the  agreement  on  a  joint  interpretation  vould 
facilitate  the  creation  of  a  truly  effective  and  efficient 
International  organization  for  the  maintenance  of  peace. 
He  felt  that  a  definite  positive  or  negative  reply  to  the 
questions  vhlch  had  been  submitted  to  the  sponsoring  govern- 
ments vould  not  have  facilitated  the  clarification  of  the 
matter,  nor  vould  it  have  been  possible  in  all  cases.  The 
Charter  should  not  be  looked  upon  as  a  code  but  as  a  summary 
of  the  main  principles  governing  the  activities  of  the  future 
Organization.  The  Security  Council  end  the  other  organs 
of  the  Organization  vould  be  able  to  solve  successfully  the 
questions  vhlch  vould  be  raised  in  the  future  if  the  Organi- 
zation possessed  the  chief  condition  for  its  success,  unity 
within  Itself  and,  primarily,  unity  among  the  great  powers, 
The  attempt  to  provide  satisfactory  answers  to  all  possible 
questions  might  turn  the  Committee  aside  from  its  main  task 
of  reaching  a  basic  agreement. 

The  Delegate  of  Mexico  remarked  that  he  vas  inclined  to 
feel  that  the  delegates  vere  engaged  in  establishing  a 
vorld  order  in  which  the  mice  could  be  stamped  out  but  in 
vhlch  the  lions  vould  not  be  restrained.  From  the  technical 
legal  point  of  vlev  he  vou\d  like  to  emphasize  that  the 
exercise  of  the  veto  pover  vould  block  the  pacific  settle- 
ment of  disputes.  Second,  the  Yalta  voting  provisions  repre- 
sented a  backward  step  as  compared  vith  the  voting  provisions 
of  the  League  Covenant  concerning  the  pacific  settlement  of 
disputes.  Although  the  Yalta  voting  formula  vas  not  justi- 
fiable, it  vas  necessary  to  face  the  realities  of  the  present 
international  situation*  Therefore,  he  vould  vote  for  the 
Australian  amendment  to  Section  C,  and  if  this  vere  not 
carried,  he  vould  abstain  from  voting  on  the  final  text. 
In  this  he  vould  rely  on  the  oft-expressed  assurance*  of  the 
great  powers  that  their  use  of  the  right  of  vote  vould  be 
rare*  He  vas  also  taking  into  consideration  their  assurances 
that  they  had  no  ambition  for  territorial  expansion.  He 
felt  that  it  vould  be  difficult  for  many  of  the  delegates 
to  return  to  their  countries  and  defend  the  present  voting 
provisions  If  these  vere  adopted.  Much  vould  be  gained  in 
winning  public  support  for  the  provisions,  hovever,  If  it 
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were  made  clear  that  the  Charter  would  be  subject  to .re vie v 
within  a  reasonable  period.  In  conclusion,  he  quoted  a 
statement  of  the  late  President  Roosevelt  to  the  effect  that 
the  Charter  should  not  be  static  and  unchangeable  bi/t  should 
adapt  Itself  to  the  changing  conditions  essential  f6r  progress 
in  the  whole  world. 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  observed  that  he 
understood  fully  that  every  delegate  had  the  responsibility 
of  Justifying  to  his  country  and  public  opinion  the  decisions 
reached  here.  He  vished  to  point  out  that  the  present 
voting  provisions  vere  in  the  Interests,  broadly  Judged,  of 
all  states  and  not  merely  of  the  permanent  members  of  the 
Security  Council.  There  need  be  no  occasion  for  anxiety 
that  the  United  Kingdom  vould  abandon  its  traditional  policy 
of  upholding  the  rights  and  independence  of  smaller  nations. 
We  are  living  in  a  new  vorld  and  nev  Instruments  might  have 
to  be  fashioned  to  give  effect  to  the  principles  which  have 
always  claimed  the  loyalty  of  his  government.  In  this 
world  the  greater  and  lesser  nations  must  work  together 
If  peace  is  to  be  maintained.  He.  therefore,  saw  little 
distinction  in  the  interests  of  the  large  and  small  nations 
in  this  matter.  Peace  must  rest  on  the  unanimity  of  the 
great  powers  for  without  it  whatever  was  built  would  be 
built  upon  shifting  sands,  of  no  more  value  than  the  paper 
upon  which  it  was  written.  The  unanimity  of  the  great 
powers  was  a  hard  fact  but  an  Inescapable  one,  The  veto 
power  was  a  means  of  preserving  that  unanimity,  and  far 
from  being  a  menace  to  the  small  powers,  it  was  their 
essential  safeguard.  Without  that  unanimity,  all  countries, 
large  and  small,  would  fall  victims  to  the  establishment  of 
gigantic  rival  blocs  which  might  clash  in  some  future 
Armageddon.  Cooperation  among  the  great  powers  was  the 
only  escape  from  this  peril;  nothing  else  was  of  comparable 
importance . 

The  Statement  of  the  sponsoring  governments,  far  from 
lacking  in  oonder,  was  the  highest  possible  factor  of  common 
agreement  among  those  governments  and  France.  It  was  the 
result  of  compromise,  but  compromise  was  a  general  law  of 
political  life  and  essential  to  political  progress.  If 
the  Committee  desired  to  see  a  .world  Organization  established, 
it  would  approve  the  voting  provisions  as  they  now  stood. 
They  could  not  now  be  further  modified.  He  was  certain 
that  this  responsible  body  would  not  be  willing  to  end  the 
effort  to  create  the  Organization.  It  would  be  a  recurrence 
of  the  Dark  Ages  indeed  if  no  world  forum  were  created  where 
Issues  could  be  debated  and  no  generally  accepted  principles 
could  be  laid  down.  He  felt  that  there  was  some  danger  of 
placing  too  great  an  emphasis  upon  the  actual  voting  proce- 
dure vhloh  Vould  be  followed.  He  doubted  the  wisdom  of 
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formulating  precise  answers  to  every  question  that  might 
arise  with  regard  to  that  procedure .  The  probable  conse- 
quence would  be  that  commitments  vould  be  made  on  questions 
which  in  practice  might  never  arise.  Therefore,  it  had 
appeared  vlser  to  reply  in  general  terms  to  the  questions 
submitted.  He  appealed  to  the  nations  represented  to  have 
faith  in  their  work  and  in  one  another  as  the  only  means 
of  avoiding  the  great  danger  to  which  the  vorld  vould 
otherwise  be  exposed. 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  1:15  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  m/l/46  (PRiNOH)  * 

on  International  Organization  June  12,  1946. 


COMMISSION  III        Security  CouncU 

Comite  1  Organisation  et  Procedure 


RSNDU  RESUME  DE  Lk  DIX-HUITI&ME.  SE^HOfe  DU  COMIT&  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  flalle  223  r  is  ig  Juin  1945  i  10h.45 

Le  President  declare  la  seance  ouverte  &  10h*45. 
!•  Etat  dee  travaux  effeotuea  4H*  seanoe  f  preoedente  a  > 

Le  President  rappelle  quf&  la  seance  du  Comitrf  tenue 
le  9  maif  '11  avait,  resume  l'£tat  dee  travaux  et  donne  un  aper^u 
de  oe  qui  pvait  £te  Accompli  et  oe  qui  reatalt  k  accomglir. 
La  situation  ainsi  deorite  reete  inchangee,  etant  donne  qu'k 
sa  seanoe  de  la  veille  le  Co  mite  n'avait  pas  t  ermine  1'examen 
du  Rapport  du  8ous-Comlt£  III/l/B  (Doo.  883)  transmettant  la 
r^ponse  des  gouvernements  Invitants  au  questionnaire  dresa^  par 
lee  membres  du  Sous-Comite  autres  que  les  Deleguee  des  gouver- 
nements Invitants* 

A  ea  seanoe  du  9  Juin9  le  Comite  avait  inetitu£  un 
SouB-Comite  (III/l/C)  ciuirg^  de  re  examiner,  en  oonsultation 
aveo  le  Soue-Comite  II/2/B,  le  texte  du  poragraphe  8  de  la    ^ 
Section  B,  Cljapltre  V  des  propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  amendees 
par  le  Comite  II/2*  Le  paragraphs  en  question  traite  de  la 
reception  et  de  I1  etude,  par  I'Aaeemblee  Oenerale,  de  rapports 
emanant  du  Conseil  de  Seourite.  Ce  So  us-  Comite  a  tenu  la  veille 
a  a  ^pr  emigre  seanoe  mlxte  avec  le  Soue-Comite  II/2  et  un  rapport 
a  ete  prepare  oonjolntement  par  les  deux  8ous~Comites« 

2.  Suite  d£  1'exaqaen  fiy  Rapport  A&  Sous^Oomite  ^l^/l/B* 

Le  D^l^gue  de  la  Nouvelle-Zelande  ,  en  ouv^ant  la  dis- 
cussion, oonstate  qu'il  se  manifesto  one  tendance  a  exagerer, 
aussi  blen  qufk  soue-eatimer,  oe  qui  a  ete  accompli  par  la 
Declaration  interpretative  des  ^legations  des  quatre  gouverne- 
ments  invitantc  relatlvement  a  la  procedure  de  vote  au  sein  du 
Conseil  de  Securite  (Doo»  852).  II  regrette  que  la  reponse 
donnee  au  questionnaire  soumls.aux  gouvernements  Invitants  ne 
unit  pa*  plufl  sAtiafalfliante«  L1  interpretation  dlfferente  des 
gouvernements  invltants  demande  qu!on  insiste  sur  un  eolairoiese- 
ment  de  la  procedure  de  vote.  La  Declaration  a  etendu  le  droit 
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de  veto  dea  membres  permanent^  &  des  situations  o&,  da  I1 avis 
de  certains  delegue s.  11  na  pourra  fonotlonner.  Leur  avis  qus 
le  drolt  de  "veto*  n'est  pas  applicable  It  une  enquftte  du  Oon- 
sell  a  ete  oonf Irme  par  une  declaration  falte  par  le  Dellgue 
du  Royaume-Uni,  au  oours  d'une  stance  precede nta.  Blen  qua 
la  Declaration  dee  gouvernements  Invltants  oonstltue  une 
regression  de  cet  avis,  elle  est  un  pas  en  avant  sur  I1 Inter- 
pretation salon  laquelle  un  membra  permanent  peut  opposer  son 
veto  mama  &  I1 Initiative  d'une  discussion  au  seln  du  Oonsell 
de  8<ourlt£. 

Blen  qu'&l  pulsse  se  reveler  neoessalre  d1 accepter 
la  formula  de  vote  de  Yalta  comma  un  Element  de  la  situation 
Internationale  metuelle, ,1J.  nfy  a  pas  lieu  dfen  exaltar  les 
merltjas,  Un  fron<j  expose  dee  faits^  plutet  que  des  louanges 
&  lfegard  de  la  Declaration,  eut  eta  preferable*  Lorsqua  tous 
les  efforts  possibles  auront  ete  t alts  pour  modifier  un  aygteme 
Imparfalt  de  vote,  ohaque  delegue  aura  la  tAcha  difficile  de 
decider  entre  I1 acceptation  de  ca  ays tame  et  I1 alternative  de 
volr  echouer  la  creation  de  I1 Organisation*  Le  delegue  de  la 
Nouvelle-Zelande  estlme  que  la  majorit£  des  pays  repreaentaa 
lol  ont  I1 avant age  eur  les  gouvernements  Invitants  quant  a 
leurs  vues  sur  ceseuj9t,  at,  pulsqufon  leur  demande  de  placer 
leurs  rassouroes  a, la  disposition  du  Oonsell  de  S^ourlte,  11s 
sent  en  drolt  de  determiner  la  fapon  dont  oet  organe  fonotlon- 
\era« 

/   La  declaration  des  gouvernements  Invltants ,  reflate 
ies  theories  surannaep  at  oonstitue  un  retour  aux ^machinations 
I1 une  diplomatic  desuote*  Blen  que  oertalnes  delegations  alent 
Lnterprete  la  Declaration  comme  slgnlflant  que  le  Coneall  de 
Becurlte  pourralt  atre  obetrui  saur  sur, la  ^olnt^de  decider 
sfll  y  a  lieu  dlouvrlr  une  dlsoussionf  le  Delegue  de  la  Nouvel- 
la-Zelandt  perdralt  toute  fol  dans  1! Organisation  sir las 
mots  g axeman  et  discussion11  nfatal6nt  ^nss^^rls  ^r\6  l*u>*  eccap- 
tlon  ganerale  de  veritable  examen  et  etude*  II  demande  que 
les  representants  des  puissances  Invitantae,  Interpr&tent 
oas  mots  dons  oe  sens  de  fa$on  &  ce  que  ohaque  nation  alt 
drolt  a  un  examen  oomplat  de  son  cas.  II  fait  observer  que 
ce  ne  seralt  que,pi&tre  consolation  d'avarioar  que  la  Charte 
oonstltue  une  amelioration  du  Pacte  de  la  Sooiete  des  Nations | 
oe  seralt  en  effet  grand  dommage  si  I1 on  n!avalt  pas  progreese 
depuls  1919.  Oe  n9e.st  agalement  qu'une  mauvalse  excuse  de 
la  comparer  it  la  Constitution  des  Etats-Unls,  qul  a  da  ttre 
perfeotlonnee  au  moyan  d'emendements*  Aocept*ns  la  Charte 
^vec  tout as  ses  Imperfections,  ma is  Inslstons  pour  que  les 
a tats  du  monde  solent  autorlses  i  amender  oette  Chart a.  Le 
D^legue  soutlent  que  la  conf lance  doit  fetre  reolproque.  81 
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I1 organisation  doit  etre  fondle  sur  la  conf lance,  la  plus 
grande  preuve  de  oette  oonfianos  eert.it  d'enlever  aux  grandes 
puissances  leur  droit  de  veto  ou  tout  au  molne  de  prevoir  la 
revision  future  de  la  Ghaftte  par  uno  Conference,  a  la  simple 
majorite  des  deux- tiers.  S'll  n'exlete  pas  d'ecluses  au  barra- 
ge demooratique,  ses  fondations  s'avereront  peu  sores.  Le  droit 
de  veto  n'est  pas  Justifiable,  oar  en  exeroant  oe  droit,  tout 
agresseur  pourrait  defier  le  monde.  Toutefois  la  position  de 
oeux  qui  se  prononoent  oontre  le  veto  seralt  moins  difficile, 
si  le  Conseil  de  Se'ouritl  n1  ete.it  pas  a  meme  de  bloquer  toute 
discussion  et  si  lee  grandes  puissances  s'acoordaient  spon- 
tanement  et  de  bonne  grace  pour  permettre  la  convocation,  b 
une  date  ulterieure  deflnle  d'une  Conference  charge e  de  reviser 
la  Chart e. 

Le  Dele*gue*  du  Bresil  repete  que  le  point  de  vue 
qu'il  a  expose'  a  la  seance  du  Comlte  du  15  mai  declarant  qu'il 
est  en  prinoipe  oppose*  au  droit  de  veto,  male  qu'il  votera 
pour  le  texte  du  paragraphe  3  de  la  Section  C  du  Chapltre  VI, 
si  son  vote  est  indispensable  pour  obteqir  la  majorlte*  neces- 
saire.  Il^appelle  qu'un  amendement  bresillen.  visant  a  ob- 
tonir  la  revision  perlodique  de  la  Charte  est  actuellement  a 
1'^tude  d'un  autre  Comite.  L1 opinion  publique  de  plusieurs 
sinon  de  la  plupart  des  Nations  eet  opposee  au  pouvoir  de  veto 
et  le  meilleur  moyen  de  rendre  acceptable  la  procedure  de  vote 
preoonisee  a  Yalta  est  de  prevoir  la  revision  libre,  franche 
et  complete  de  la  Charte.  Ce  n'est  qu'en  adoptant  oes  dispo- 
sitions que  I1 on  assurera  a  la  Charte  I1 acceptation  enthousiaste 
de  I1 opinion  mondiale. 

Le  D^legue'  de  1 'Argentine  declare  que,  bien  qu'il 
solt  oppose  a  I'exeroloe  du  "droit  de  veto"  au  oours  du  regle- 
ment  paoifique  des  differ ends,  11  aooeptera  le  texte  aotuel 
des  propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks.  Son  pays  s'est  toujours 
declare  en  favour  des  prlnoipes  de  I'egallte'  Juridique  de  tous 
les  etats.  C'est  BUT  1'^tablissement  d'un  regime  demooratique 
de  la  communaute  des  Nations  que  reside  le  fond  essentlel  de 
la  seourlte  collective  basis  sur  la  liberte  et  la  justice.  II 
ne  s'opposera  pas  a  la  formule  de  vote,de  Yalta,  dans  1'espoir 
qu'apres  une  perlode  transitolre,  la  revision  de  la  Charte 
sera  possible. 
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Le  Delegue  de  la  Turqule  fait  observer  le  deslr  universe! 
d'une  Interpretation  plus  large  de  la  fonnule  de  vote  de  Yalta 
que  celle  oontenue  dans  la  Declaration  dea  Gouvernements  Invi- 
tants,  qul  n!a  que  falblement  eolalroi  les  points  obsoxirs  de  la 
formul^.  Les  Gouvernements  Inv^tants,  dans  un  esprit  de  bonne 
volonte,  ont  montre  qufll  leur  etalt  Imposs^bje  de  sfaocorder 
sur  une  Interpretation  plus  llberale.  Le, Delegue  de  la  Turqule 
rappelle  que  les  grandej  puissances  ont  declare  qufellos  acoep- 
talent  la^responsabl^lte  de  mettre  les  grands  pouvolrs  qul 
leur  ont  ete  attrlbues  au  service  du  bien-Stre  general.  Le 
probleme  qul  sf  off  re- aux  delegues  nfest  pas  un  choix  entre  deux 
solutions  possibles  de  la  procedure  de  vote  ma Is  plutfct  entre 
1  Acceptation  des  Dispositions  aotuelles  ct  1 'alternative  de 
volr  echouer  la ^ creation  de  I1 Organisation.  Le  Oouvernoment 
de  la  Turqule  decide  d'exprlmer  sa  ^onf lance  dans  les  grandes 
puissances  en  acceptant  le  texte  present.  En  conclusion,  le 
delegue  de  la  Turqule  exprlme  I'ejpoir  que  les  gouvernements 
Invltants  conviendront  d'une  procedure  d'amendement  mo Ins  rlgi- 
de  qul  rendra  possible  la  revision  de  la  Charte. 

H%  Le  Delegu6  do  I'U.R.S.  8.  fait  remarquer  les  grands  pro- 
gres  acflfomplis  jar  I1 etude  de  la  procedure  de  vote  au  sens 
du  Consell  de  Securlte  et  manifestos, par  1 f accord  unanlme 
realise  sur  cette  question  par  les*  delegues  des  gouvernements 
Invltants  et  de^la  France.  II  exprlme  1'espolr  ^ue  I1 accord 
sur  une  Interpretation  commune ,f aollltera  la  creation  dTune 
organisation  Internationale  verltablement  effective^et  effi- 
cace  pour  le  maintlen  de  la  palx*  A  son  avis,  une  reponse 
positive  ou  negative  aux  questions  soumlses  aux  Gouvernements 
Invitants  n'aurait  pas  aide  a  eclalrclr  la  question;  elle 
n1 aural t  en^tous  c&s  pas  ete  possible.  La  Charte  ne  doit  pas 
etre  consider®  comme  -un  code  mala  comme  un  resume  des  prlncipes 
essentlels  regissant  les  aotivites  de  la  future  Organisation. 
Le  Consell  de  Securlte  et  les  autres  organes  de  I1 Organisation 
seront  en  me sure  de  resoudre  aveo  succes  les  probleme 3  susoep- 
tlbles  de  se  poser  dans  1'avenlr,  si  1! Organisation  possede^ 
les  conditions  essentielles  pour%son  succes,  djabord  1 'unite 
dans  son  seln,  et  plus  particullerement  lf unite  entre  les 
grandes  puissances.  En  essay ant  de  repondre  d'une  man^ere  sa- 
tlsfaisante  a  toutes  les  questions  eventuelles  le  Comite  pourrait 
gtre  amene  a  s!ecarter  de  sa  tache  prlnclpale  qui  est  de  rea- 
User  un  accord  de  principo. 

Le  Delegue, du  Mexlque  fait  remarquer  qu'll  est  porte  a 
oroire  que-  les  Delegues  ssoccupent  dfeta^lir  tin  ordre  mondial 
dans  lequel  les  souris  seront  peut-Stre  eorasees  alors  que 
les  lions  seront  laisses  en  liberte.  Au  point  de  vue  juridique 
technique,  11  desire^ soullgner  que  I'exeroloe  du  droit  de  veto 
mettra  obstacle  au  reglement  paolflque  des  differ ends.  De 
plus  la  f ormule  de  vote  de  Yalta  oonstltue  une  regression  par 
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rapport  aux  dispositions,  du  Paote  de  la  Soclete  das  Nations, 
conoernant  le  vote  au  sujet  du  reglement  paoif ique  des  dif- 
ferends,  Bien  quo  la  formule  de  vote  de  Yalta  ne  soit  pas 
justifiable,  11  est  indispensable  de  faire  face  a  la  situation 
Internationale  aotuelle.  En  consequence  le  Delegue  du  Mexl- 
que  votera  en  faveur  de  ltamandement  australlen  a  la  section 
C.  et  si  cet  amendement  n'est  pas  accept e,  11  a!abstlendra 
de  voter  sur  le  texte  final.  A  cet  egard,  11  desire  repondre 
aux  nonbreuses  assurances  donnees  par  les  Qrandes  puissances 
£e  ne  pas  falre  souvent  usage  de  leur  droit  de  veto.  II  prend 
egalement  note  de  leur  declaration  assurant  qufellea  ne  desirent 
aucune  expansion  territoriale.  II  sera  a  son  avis,  difficile 
a  plusieurs  des  delegues  de  revenir  dans  leur  pays  et  de  soute- 
nLr  le^f  dispositions  actuelles  ooncernant  le  vote,  si  elles  sont 
adoptees.  Dependant,  on  fera  beaucoup  pour  gagner  1'appui  du 

Jubllo,  en  etablissanf  clairement  que  la  Charte  sera  sujette 
revision  dans  une  periode  de  temps  raisonnablej  En  conclusion 
le  delegue  du  Mexlque  cite  une  declaration  du  President  Roosevelt 
suivant  laquelle  la  Charte  ne  devrait  pas  6tre  statlque  et  in- 
changeable,  mals  devrait  sf  adapter  aux  changements  de  conditions 
qul  sont  indispensable*  au  progres  universe!. 

Le  dengue  du  Royaume-Unl  fait  observer  qu'il  comprend 
fort  Men- que  chaque  dfilpgua'a  la  responsabilite  de^justlfler 
dovant  son, pays  et  devant  lf opinion  publique  les  decisions 
qul  ont  ete  prises  ioi.  II  desire  faire  remarquer  queries 
dispositions  conoernant  le  vote  sont  prises  dans  !Ylnter3t 
general  de  tous  les  etats  et  non  seulement  dans  celul  des  mem- 
bres  permanents  du  Conseil  de  Seourite. 

% 

II  n'est  pas  a  oralndre  que  le  Royaume-Uni  abandonne,sa 
politique  traditionnelle  du  malntien  de  droits  et  de  I9 indepen- 
dence des  petites  nations.  Nous  vlvons  dans,un  monde  nouveau 
et  de  nouveaux  Instruments  devront  8tre  forges  $our  anjjner  les 
prlnoipes  auxquels  son  gouvernement  a  toujours  ete  fidele. 
Dotia  le  monde,  les  grandes  et  les  petites  nations  dolvent  tra- 
vail ler  de  concert,  si  1'on  veut  malntenlr  la  paix.  II  ne 
volt  done  que  peu  de  difference  entre  les  interdts  des  grandes 
et  petites  nations  a  ce  sujet.  La  Paix  doit  reposer  sur  1'una- 
nlmlte  des  grandes  puissances,  sinon,  toute  la  construction 
sera  ediflee  sur  des  sables  mouvants,  et  la  paix^ne  yaudra  pas 
plus  aue  le  bout  de  papier  sur  lequel  elle  est  yedlgee.  Lfuna- 
nimite  des  grandes  puissances  est  une  reallte  severe*  mais 
inevitable.  Le  droit  de  veto  est  un  moyen  de  preserver  oette 
unanlnlte  • 
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Sans  oette  unanimlte,  tous  lea  pays,  granda  et  petit a, 
seraient  victlmea  da  glgantoaquoa  blooa  rlvaux,  aptea  &  en 
venlr  aux  mains  dana  quelque  futur  Armaggedon.  La  cooperation 
entre  lea  grandee  puissances  eat  le  aeul  moyen  df£ohapper  k 
ce  danger,  rlen  d'autre  n'en  approche  I1 Importance. 

La  Declaration  dea  Oouvornementa  Invltante,  loin  de 
manquer  de  franchise,  eat  1'un  dee  facteura  lea  plus  Import ants 
de  I1 accord  entre  cee  gouvernemente  et  la  France.  C'eat  le 
reaultat  dfun  oompromie,  male  le  compromla  eat  une  lol  commune 
de  la  vie  polltlque;  11  eat  Indispensable  au  progria  politique. 
81  le  Comlte  desire  volr  la  creation  drune  organisation  Inter- 
nationale. 11  approuvera  lea  dispositions  ooncernant  le  vote 
tellea  qu'elles  sont  aotuellement  re dl gees.  Ellaa  ne  aauralent 
fctre  modlflees  davantage.  II  eat  certain  quo  cet  Important 
organlame  ne  voudra  pas  abandonner. aea  efforts  en  vue  de  la 
creation  de  I1 Organisation.  Ce  eeralt  le  retour  aux  al&clee 
d1 ignorance,  evll  n'etait  pas  cree  de  tribune  mondlale  au  aeln 
de  laquelle  pulaaent  6tre  dl scutes  dea  pr obi ernes  divers  et  ou 
ne  aoralent  pas  imposes  dea  prlnclpea  d1 acceptation  gen^rale. 
Le  Delegue  du  Royaume-Uhl ^eatlme  qu1!!  y  a  quelque  danger  k 
trop  Inaleter  aur  la  procedure  do  vote  qul  sera  obaervee.  II 
doute  de  la  aageaae  qu'll  y  aur alt  i  fornuler  des  reponaea 
preolaee  It  toutea  lee  queatlona  qul ^ourralent  ae  poser  au 
sujet  de  cette  procedure t  Lea  oonaequencea  probables  en  eeralen 
quo  dea  ehgagemente  aeralent  prla  BUT  dee  questions,  qul  en 
pratique,  peuvent  ne  Jamale  ae  poser.  II  paralt  par  consequent 
plus  sage  de  repondre  en  termes  generaux^ux  questions  aoumlaea. 
II  exhorte  lea  delegu^a  dea  Natlone  repreaenteea  a  avoir  fol 
dana  leura  travaux  ext  h  a'aooorder  une  conf lance  mutuelle 
oomme  aeul  moyen  d!evlter  les  dangers  ^uxquela  le  monde  aeralt 
autrement  expose* 

La  Seance  eat  levee  a  13h.l5. 
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Doc.  973  (ENGLISH) 
III/1/45  (1) 
June  14,  39*5 


COMMISSION  III        Security  CouncU 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


(Doc.  936  (English). 


Page  3:  Delete  the  second  paragraph  from  the  bottom  and 
Insert  the  following  In  lieu  thereof: 

"As  the  Argentine  Delegation  has  had  occasion  to  say  in 
another  committee,  ve  cannot  expect  to  establish  here  an  ideal 
international  system  which  will  wholly  satisfy  everyone. 

11  Argentina  shared  the  hope  voiced  by  so  many  of  the  dele- 
gations of  a  greater  balance  of  the  respective  faculties  of  the 
great  and  smaller  nations  In  the  common  task  of  maintaining 
international  peace  and  security  In  a  prosperous  world* 


the 
as 


"Argentina  has  always  propounded  the  principle  of 
juridical  equality  of  all  states  and  the  establishment, 
a  consequence  thereof,  of  a  democratic  regime  of  the  inter- 
national community  of  nations.  Ve  believe  that  therein  lies 
the  fundamental  basis  of  mutual  security  founded  on  freedom 
and  Justice. 

"Consistent  with  that  belief,  we  hold  the  view  that  the 
rule  of  unanimity  should  not  apply  to  decisions  concerning  the 
peaceful  settlement  of  disputes .  Ve  appreciate,  however,  that 
what  Is  juridically  sound  and  desirable  may  not  at  this  time  be 
politically  feasible.  In  this  connection  we  could  not  fall  to  be 
impressed  by  the  utterances  of  the  Delegate  of  the  United  States 
who  so  resolutely  championed  the  ideals,  principles,  and  policies 
of  the  late  President  Roosevelt,  within  tho  framework  of  the 
United  Nations ,  Ve  shall  not  therefore  oppose  the  original  text 
in  tho  hope,  indeed  in  the  conviction,  that  at  the  expiration  of 
what  we  may  call  tho  transitional  period,  the  experience  gathered 
In  the  functioning  of  the  system  we  aro  bore  setting  up  will 
counsel  tho  advisability  of  proceeding,  by  whatever  moans  wo  may 
ultimately  agroo  the  Charter  itself  should  provide,  to  a  revision 
of  tho  bases  which  differ  most  from  the  philosophy  which  under- 
lies the  conceptions  put  forth  by  so  many  of  the  nations  repre- 
sented at  this  Conference.91 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  111/1/45  (i) 

0  JUNE  14,   1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comite  1      Organisation  et  Procedure 


OORRiaENDUM  AU  CQMPTE-RENDU  RESUME 
DE  LA  DIX-HUITIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 

le  12  Juin  1948 
(090,   936  ( French).     III/1/45   ) 

Page  3:  Supprlmer  1'avant-dernler  paragraphe  et  lul  substi- 
truer  le  texte   euivant: 

"Comme  la  Delegation  de  I1  Argentine  a  deja  eu  I1  occasion  de 
le  dire  au  sftln  d'up  autre  Comite,  nous^ne  pouvons  compter 
etabllr  loi  un  aysteme  international  ideal  qui  eatisfaese 
pleinement  tout  le  monde. 

"L1 Argentine  partage  1'espoir,   exorime  par  tant  de  Del6~ 
gat ions,   de  voir  e'etablir  un  meilleur  equilibre  des  faoul- 
tes  respectivee  attribueee  aux  grandes  et  aux  pttites  nations 
pour  lexjr  taohe  commune,  quixest  de  maintenlr  la  paix  et  la 
seourite  dane  un  monde  prosper e. 

"L1  Argentine  a  tou Jours  r>reconisfi  le  principe  de  lfegallte 
Juridique  de  toue  les  Etats  et,  par  consequenj,   I'etablisse- 
ment  dfun  regime  democrat iqueNde  la  oommunaute  Internationa- 
le»     Nous  pensons  que  c'eet  la  que  reside  la  base  f ondamentale 
de  la  Seourite  mutuelle  fondee  sur  la  liberte  et  la  Justice . 

^"Conformement  a  cette  convictlorj,   nous  con  aider  ons  qye  la 
regie  d'unanimlte  ne  (Jevrait  paa  etre  applicable ^aux  deci- 
sions conoernant  le  reglement  paoiflque  des  differends.     Nous 
ne  nous  d^ssimulons  pas,   cependant,   que  oe  qui  eat  Juridi- 
quement  legit  iae  et  desirable  peut,  r>olltiquement  pa  riant, 
ne  pae  etre  reallsable^a.l'heure  actuelle.     A  ce  propose,  nous 
ne  pouvions  manquer  dTetre  profondement  impre^sionnes  par  les 
paroles  du  Delegue  des  Etats-Unls,  qui  a  si  reeolument  soutenu 
la  hauteur  de  vues,   les  Drlncipes.  et  la  politlque  du  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  dans  le  cadre  des  Nations  Uniee.     Nous  ne  f arena 
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done  pas  d1 opposition  au  texte  original.    tyous  avons,  en 
effet,  I'espoir,  et  la  conviction  meoe  qu'a  I'explwrt^n  de  oe 
que  nous  pouvons  appeler  la  perlode  transltolre,  Inexperience 
aoqulse  par  le  fonctionnement  du  systeme  que  nous  etablle- 
eons  Icl,  n^us  enselgnera  qu'll  est  opportun  de  prooedef, 
-  par  des  oethodes,  quelles  qu'elles  eolent,  que  njue  decide- 
rons  en  fin  de  ooopte  de  tlrer  de  la  Charte  elle-meme,  - 
a  une  revision  des  bases  qul  s'eoartent  le  plus  de  la  phllo- 
sophie  BUT  laquelle  sent  fondles  l^s  conceptions  exprlnees 
par  tant  dee  nations  representees  a  oette  Conference.* 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  DOC.  9j>6  (ENGLISH)' 

June  13, 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  NIMBTltgMTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterana  Building.  Room  223*  June  12,  19»5»  gjjW  jp.m. 

The  meeting  vaa  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at 
8:40  p.m. 


1  •  P^ther  Consideration  of  the  Report  of  Subcommittee 
on  voting  Procedure  In  the  gecTurity  council 


The  Delegate  of  the  Lebanon  stated  that  since  his 
country  was  a  small  one  It  felt  that  Its  only  guarantee  of 
Independence  and  freedom  from  aggression  lay  In  a  successful 
International  organization.  Though  the  right  of  "veto  was 
an  evil  his  Delegation  accepted  it,  because  the  alternative 
vas  a  thousand  times  worse. 

The  Colombian  Delegate  stated  that  he  would  vote  against 
the  Yalta  formula  for  two  reasons.  The  first  was  a  matter  of 
principle.  The  proposed  voting  procedure  would  put  the  ques- 
tion of  peace  or  war  in  the  hands  of  any  one  of  the  five 
powers.  This  was  contrary  to  the  principle  by  which  a  simple 
or  stated  majority  should  decide  issues  In  the  International 
organization.  The  second  reason  was  political  in  nature. 
Accepting  the  necessity  for  unity  among  the  great  powers,  he 
believed  that  the  Yalta  formula  would  not  produce  that  effect 
and  that,  though  the  great  powers  had  acted  In  good  faith/ 
they  had  made  a  mistake.  Unanimity  could  not  be  obtained  by 
blocking  genuine  discussion  and  ample  investigation  by  the 
Security  Council.  The  veto  meant  in  effect  that  the  Interests 
of  four  great  powers  would  be  subjected  to  the  will  of  one. 
The  result  would  always  be  an  agreement  not  to  act.  This  in- 
action  would  cause  the  Council  and  the  great  powers  to  lose 
prestige  and  would  bring  about  the  downfall  of  the  Organisa- 
tion. Furthermore,  It  was  unwise  to  make  future  amendment 
impossible, 

2.  Cuban  Motion  on  Procedure 

The  Cuban  Representative  moved  that  the  Committee  agree 
to  continue  discussion  until  Its  completion  and  to  take  e  vote 
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at  the  8:30  meeting  on  the  following  evening.  The  Delegate 
of  Egypt  seconded  the  motion*  Tho  Chairmen  expressed  his 
disagreement  with  this  proposal  on  the  grounds  thct  most  of 
the  delegates  vho  wanted  to  speak  had  already  done  so.  Tho 
Australlcn  Delegate  suggested  that,  after  the  discussion  had 
been  concluded,  the  first  vote  be  taken  on  his  amendment  to 
exclude  the  veto  from  any  decisions  by  the  Council  under  Chap- 
ter VIII,  Section  A.  He  hoped  that  the  vote  might  be  taken 
at  the  present  meeting. 

Doclslont  Tho  Cuban  motion  to  continue  dis- 
cuscion  untH"*tno  rollpwlng  night's  meeting 
wEoa  "a  "vote  shouTdHBe  tafcen  was  defeated  by 
?? "negative  to  D  affirmative  votes, 

3 .  Discussion  £f  the  Voting  Procedure  In  the  Security 
T/ouncil,  Continued 

The  Philippine  Delegate  explained  that  his  Delegation 
had  determined  Its  attitude  toward  the  voting  formula  10ffg~ 
&&fdre  the  present  situation,  which  had  unfortunately  been 
called  ri  division  between  the  great  end  smell  powers.  He 
believed  that  the  controversy  was  between  those  who  believed 
that  the  powers  who  had  sponsored  the  Conference  could  be 
trusted  to  discharge  their  responsibility  and  those  who  be- 
lieved that  democratic  procedure  should  be  put  above  all 
else.  He  declared  that  the  Philippine  Delegation  would  vote 
for  the  proposed  formula,  because  the  Charter  with  all  Its 
Imperfections  represented  a  step  forward;  because  the  great 
powers  could  and  should  be  trusted  to  exercise  the  veto  for 
tho  common  weal;  because  of  the  hope  that  In  the  future  It 
might  be  possible  to  amend  the  Charter;  and  because  the  Char- 
tor  with  all  Its  defects  was  better  than  none.  While  en- 
dorsing the  views  of  thoso  who  had  defended  democracy,  he 
nevertheless  had  faith  in  the  big  powers. 

The  Llberlan  Delegate  pointed  out  that  his  Government 
had  proposed  no  amendment  to  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  and  that 
his  Delegation  had  not  been  associated  with  those  who  submit- 
ted questions.  He  expressed  sympathy  with  the  criticism  of 
the  Yalta  formula,  especially  with  the  arguments  against  the 
right  of  veto  over  discussion.  He  also  felt  that  It  was  Tan- 
wise  to  make  amendments  to  the  Charter  difficult.  Neverthe- 
less, he  took  it  for  granted  that  the  sponsoring  governments 
had  given  all  aspects  of  the  question  earnest  thought,  and 
In  a  spirit  of  cooperation,  he  announced  that  he  would  vote 
for  the  Yalta  formula. 

The  Delegate  of  Denmark,  recalling  his  country's  record 
for  international  cooperation  before  the  war,  asserted  that 
its  attitude  had  not  changed.  On  the  one  hand,  Australia, 
New  Zealand,  Holland,  Belgium  and  others  had  expressed  views 
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very  similar  In  nearly  all  respects  to  those  held  by  Denmark. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  felt  that  a  spirit  of  understanding  and 
Collaboration  among  the  nations  was  something  more  Important 
than  the  clauses  of  the  Charter.  Moreover,  vhat  was  of  first 
Importance  was  the  continuation  of  understanding  and  colla- 
boration. Tho  liberation  of  Denmark  had  been  made  possible 
by  their  collaboration.  Her  fate  In  the  future  Is  dependent 
upon  It.  Although  there  were  limitations  In  the  Charter, 
Denmark  would  take  a  realistic  view.  He  believed  that  the 
Delegation  of  Denmark  could  best  contribute  to  a  speedy  con- 
clusion of  the  Conference  by  voting  for  the  proposal  as  It 
stood. 

The  Delegate  of  Iraq  declared  that  ho  would  vote  for 
the  Yalta  formula  but  hoped  that  the  veto  would  be  used 
conservatively . 

The  Representative  of  Uruguay  announced  that  he  would 
vote  for  the  formula  proposed  by  the  sponsoring  governments 
because  he  considered  It  to  be  a  transitional  provision  that 
could  be  reviewed  after  a  period  of  years.  He  appealed  to 
the  smaller  nations  to  heve  faith  that  the  great  powers 
would  be  conscious  of  their  responsibility  to  the  Charter. 
Even  so,  he  hoped  that  the  veto  would  not  apply  to  amend- 
ments. 

The  Delegate  of  Chile  announced  that  he  would  vote  In 
favor  of  the  Australian  amendment  because  It  would  help  to 
make  the  Organization  more  democratic.   If  the  amendment 
were  not  adopted,  he  would  abide  by  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee end  his  country  would  cooperate  loyally  with  the 
Organization.  He  further  explained  thct  his  position  was 
taken  In  a  desire  to  uphold  the  right  of  discussion,  and 
that  if  the  Australian  amendment  were  defeated  he  would  ab- 
stain from  voting  on  the  defective  formula  in  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  plen.  Recognizing  the  honesty  of  judgment  of  the  great 
powers,  he  hoped  that  they  would  recognize  the  honesty  of 
the  small  nations  who  hr.d  expressed  their  views.  He  clso 
hoped  that  in  the  future  the  need  for  reviewing  and  modifying 
the  Charter  would  be  recognized. 

The  Delegate  of  Venezuela  declared  that  he  would  vote 
for  the  propose!  of  the  sponsoring  governments  and  would  ab- 
stain from  voting  on  the  Australian  amendment.  He  followed 
this  course  reluctantly  and  because  the  ununimity  conong  the 
great  powers  had  been  represented  as  necessary  in  order  to 
Insure  unity  of  action  among  them.  He  hoped  that  the  great 
powers  would  use  their  voting  privileges  wisely,  that  greater 
flexibility  would  be  achieved  In  the  future,  and  that  amend- 
ments to  the  Charter  would  be  facilitated. 
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The  Delegate  of  Luxembourg,  speaking  for  the  smallest 
country  represented  at  the  Conference,  recalled  that  in  viov 
of  tvo  Invasions  by  Germany  In  25  years,  his  people  vere 
eager  to  bring  about  poace  and  security.  He  pointed  out  that 
Luxembourg  had  entered  an  economic  union  with  Belgium  23  years 
ago  and  had  at  that  time  been  anxious  concerning  the  outcome, 
but  that  cordial  relations  had  developed  between  the  tvo 
countries.  He  suggested  that  this  experience  might  veil  guide 
the  delegates  in  setting  up  a  world-vide  organization,  vhich 
would  have  to  be  Judged  not  according  to  careful  interpreta- 
tions of  law  but  by  its  actions.  He  hoped  that,  if  after  5  or 
10  years  it  seemed  desirable,  the  Charter  might  be  r eoxamined . 
He  believed  that  the  unity  of  tie  four  sponsoring  governments 
and  France  was  the  cornerstone  of  the  Organization  and  that 
although  he  would  like  to  support  those  who  wanted  a  better 
organization  now,  he  felt  that  no  action. should  be  taken  which 
might  weaken  the  cornerstone.  Pleading  that  the  Security 
Council  bo  given  an  opportunity  to  act,  and  hoping  that 
this  "marriage  of  reason ff  would  become  a  successful  one,  he  de- 
clared that  Luxembourg  would  abstain  from  voting  for  amendments 
and  would  voto  for  the  Yalts  formula. 

The  Delegate  of  India  replied  to  those  who  had  suggested 
that  the  great  powers  were  not  in  unanimous  agreement  concern- 
Ing  the  voting  procedure,  fie  believed  that  thoro  could  be  no 
doubt  now  that  the  sponsoring  governments  and  France  vero  in 
agreement  on  the  interpretation  they  had  mode.  The  first  ob- 
ligation on  all  of  the  delegates  vas  to  realize  that  vhen  rep- 
resentatives of  the  five  great  powers  had  spoken  they  hod  cor- 
rectly interpreted  opinion  in  their  great  countries.  With 
respect  to  the  Australian  amendment,  logic  vas  in  Its  favor. 
If  the  great  povers  had  maintained  their  position,  the  reason 
vas  because  they  felt  that  no  other  course  was  possible  at  the 
present  time.  He  could  understand  the  hesitation  of  tho  groat 
powers  in  entering  into  a  new  world  organization  because  some 
nations  had  had  unfortunate  experiences  with  cho  League  of 
Nations.  Just  as  small  nations  wanted  safeguards,  so  tho  great 
ones  wanted  thorn.  He  was  prepared  therefore  to  put  the  most 
charitable  construction  upon  the  statement  by  tho  sponsoring 
governments  and  to  vote  for  tho  Yalta  formula.  He  made  one 
categorical  reservation,  hovever,  that  the  Charter  should  be 
open  for  revision  at  the  end  of  a  period  of  years.  This  vas  to 
be  decided  in  another  committee.  While  it  was  fiindoinental  that 
the  right  of  revision  be  granted,  that  did  not  mean  that  the 
Charter  vould  be  amended .  Perhaps  at  the  end  of  ten  years  there 
would  be  no  desire  for  revisloji.  He  asked  those  who  objected 
to  the  Yalta  formula  not  to  prose  the  issue  at  this  time  but 
to  concentrate  upon  obtaining  the  right  to  amend  the  Charter 
at  the  end  of  ten  years . 
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The  Delegate  of  Greece  recalled  that  his  Delegation  had 
presented  certain  amendments  relative  to  the  voting  provisions. 
One  of  these  which  vent  considerably  further  than  the  Austra- 
lian amendment  was  to  transfer  one  of  the  most  essential 
articles  from  Section  B  to  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII,  so  as  to 
remove  It  from  the  possibility  of  the  veto  procedure.  He 
noted  that  certain  delegates  had  expressed  their  foar  that  the 
right  of  veto  vould  lead  to  a  denial  of  Justice.  He  felt, 
however,  that  the  great  powers  were  not  motivated  by  sinister 
intentions.  The  great  powers  were  firm  In  their  position  on 
the  voting  question,  not  in  order  to  prevent  the  small  powers 
from  achieving  their  alms,  but  to  guarantee  that  unity  among 
them  which  was  essential  for  peace.  The  League,  although  its 
machinery  had  been  perfected,  hod  been  unable  to  act  in  the 
critical  moment,  because  the  force  at  its  disposal  was  less 
than  the  force  at  the  disposal  of  the  aggressors.  This  Organi- 
zation, on  the  other  hand,  would  be  supported  by  superior  force. 
Considering  the  problem  in  Its  political,  rather  than  its 
legal  aspects,  it  was  clear  that  the  Organization  would 
dissolve  If  the  greet  powers  were  not  united.  This  argument 
was  so  convincing  to  him,  and  to  his  Qovernccnb,  that  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Yalta  voting  formula.  He  would  cast  his  vote 
in  the  belief  that  tho  great  powers  were  not  motivated  by 
sinister  intentions  and  vould  exercise  their  "veto  right  as 
rarely  as  possible;  that  the  Organization  would  establish  a 
Jurisprudence  which  would  govern  its  procedures  In  any  given 
case;  and  that,  in  the  words  of  a  Greek  philosopher,  all 
changes11  and  the  Charter  would  change  also.  He  hoped  thct  it 
would  be  possible  to  modify  the  Charter  at  some  future  time. 
Ho  would  prefer  to  have  the  possibility  of  revision  guaranteed 
by  the  text,  but  even  If  it  were  not,  he  was  convinced  that 
life  was  stronger  than  any  text  that  might  be  drafted. 

The  United  States  Delegate  requested  the  delegates  to 
cast  their  votes  in  favor  of  the  present  voting  provisions 
and  to  do  so  In  the  knowledge  that  they  were  c*ec.tlhg  on<3  of  the 
greatest  documents  drawn  by  the  hand  of  man.  He  was  aware  of 
the  discouragement  which  had  been  voiced  by  certain  delegates, 
but  this  was  not  the  first  time  In  history  that  cynicism  hod 
presided  at  the  birth  of  great  events.  He  hoped  that  certain 
statesmen  here  would  prove  to  be  as  wrong  as  those  who  had 
voiced  doubts  and  apprehensions  at  the  time  of  the  framing  of 
the  United  States  Constitution.  The  delegates  were  here  met 
together  for  a  purpose  which  men  had  been  fighting  for  years 
to  attain.  They  were  united  by  a  common  bond  greater  than  all 
that  might  divide  them;  The  desire  of  all  their  peoples  for 
peace.  Regardless  of  what  was  written  in  the  Charter,  the 
nations  of  the  world  would  have  to  live  togothor  In  harmony  or 
tho  words  of  the  Cherter  would  be  valueless. 
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According  to  the  provisions  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro- 
posals, the  same  principles  were  binding  on  all  nations  but 
whon  a  dispute  arose  which  threatened  the  peace,  It  could  not 
be  settled  unless  a  basis  wero  found  on  which  the  five  perma- 
nent members  and  two  non-permanent  members  were  agreed.  It 
the  great  powers  wore  dlvidod  on  nn  issue  there  was  no  real 
hope  of  a  successful  peaceful  settlement,  for  disunity  would 
be  engendered  that  might  cause  a  breach  of  the  peace.  When 
a  dispute  was  brought  before  the  Security  Council,  after  other 
means  of  pacific  settlement  had  been  exhausted,  a  solution 
would  have  to  be  found  by  the  united  action  of  the  major  powers. 
The  problem  which  would  occupy  the  best  minds  of  todr.y  end  to- 
morrow was  to  keep  the  "key  oarsmen"  pulling  together,  but  it 
was  a  problem  no  greater  then  had  been  successfully  met  by 
achieving  unity  in  the  present  war.  The  problem  of  peace  must 
be  worked  out  by  a  united,  end  not  a  divided,  world.  He 
pleaded  that  the  time  had  como  to  champion  the  results  of  the 
great  work  accomplished  here.  If  criticism  wore  to  continue, 
the  Organization  would  be  undermined  before  It  started  func- 
tioning. The  Charter  admittedly  was  not  perfect  but  it  held 
the  best  hope  of  mankind. 

The  Egypt ion  Representative  pointed  out  th^t  tho  discus- 
sion hod  made  certain  facts  clear.  Everyone  wanted  the 
Conference  to  be  a  success.  The  great  powers  had  made  it  plain 
that  the  veto  was  ossen*i*l;  the  smaller  powers,  perhaps  40  out 
of  the  50  delegations,  were  opposed  to  it.  All  the  smaller 
powers,  however,  hod  agreed  that  amendment  must  be  made  possible. 
He  suggested,  therefore,  that  since  the  two  questions  of  veto 
end  amendment  were  linked  together,  they  should  bo  treated  to- 
gether, and  that  if  Committee  1/2  did  not  give  satisfaction 
respecting  amendment,  then  Egypt  would  abstain  from  voting. 

The  Delegate  of  Nicaragua  announced  that  he  would  vote 
for  the  formula  of  the  four  sponsoring  governments  as  his  con- 
tribution to  the  success  of  the  Conference.  He  thought  that 
as  the  sponsoring  governments  and  France  had  not  failed  in 
the  past,  they  would  not  do  so  in  the  future. 

The  Delegate  of  Australia,  characterizing  the  debate  as 
extraordinary  and  interesting,  recognized  that  the  difficulties 
of  the  delegations  were  very  great.  There  hod  been  disturbing 
reports  since  the  opening  of  the  Conference;  the  war  was  still 
going  on;  huge  armies  were  still  In  occupation  of  Europe;  and 
the  atmosphere  was  far  from  normal.  Although  the  Committee 
was  formally  debating  a  document  put  before  It  by  a  subcommittee, 
there  had  been  no  motion  to  adopt  it.  He  hoped  that  it  would 
be  filed  along  with  the  opinions  expressed  In  the  Committee 
concerning  It,  The  statement  by  the  sponsoring  governments 
was  not  a  legal  document,  It  was  a  political  agreement,  which 
undoubtedly  marked  an  advanpe  over  the  previous  blanket  veto. 
He  suggested,  therefore,  that  the  Committee  pass  to  the  next 
motion,  and  that  the  statement  by  tho  sponsoring  governments 
should  not  be  regarded  as  formally  adopted. 
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Summarizing  the  argument  a  put  forward  in  favor  of  the 
voting  procedure  proposed  by  the  sponsoring  governments,  he 
believed  that  they  could  not  be  accepted.  Unity  among  the 
powers  had  not  been  achieved  because  what  was  being  set  up 
was  not  the  veto  of  all  five  powers  but  the  veto  of  one.  He 
recalled,  furthermore,  that  the  fr&mers  of  the  United  States 
Constitution  had  not  asked  for  trust  in  it  nor  for  limitations 
upon  its  .revision.  He  defended  the  attitude  of  the  smaller 
powers  toward  the  proposed  formula  on  the  grounds  that  they 
had  proposed  amendments  and  had  state*  their  position  because 
they  sincerely  and  honestly  wanted  a  better  Charter.  His  own 
objections  to  the  formula  were  that  the  veto  was  unsound  in 
principle  and  could  not  possibly  lead  to  unity  among  the 
great  powers.  The  only  re  e  son  for  unanimity  waa  fear  that  the 
great  powers  would  disagree.  Under  unanimity,  agreement  would 
bo  made  outside  rather  than  Inside  the  Couacil,  and  this  meant 
the  possibility  of  new  Munlchs.  Although  practically  every- 
body hod  said  that  they  would  tolerate  the  formula  for  a 
period,  they  deceived  themselves  If  they  thought  that  the 


veto  would  be  removed  from  the  amftnrtlns  process.  He  concluded 
by  thanking  those  who  haft  vorktd  with  him  and  expressed  his 
conviction  that  the  Charter  would  b«  completed  •  He  would  work 
loyally  under  it  but  would  0»*k  to  Improve  it  if  this  blot 
remained  on  it. 

The  Chairmen  declared  that  the  ggnoral  discussion  was 
closed. 

Decision;  There  was  general  agreement  to 
pass,  without  I'ormal  action  on  the  report 
of  Subcommittee  III/1/B*  .to  :EEe"Tustrallari 

'   """  "*""    —  —  —  —  — 


4.  Australian  Amendment  t£  Paragraph  £,  Section  £,  Chapter  VI 

The  Australian  Delegate  explained  that  he  had  reworded 
his  previous  amendment  to  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  because  some 
of  its  provisions  had  been  dealt  with  by  another  committee, 
He  then  circulated  the  following  text: 

"Add  the  following  at  the  end  of  Chapter  VI, 
Section  C,  paragraph  2 

"Decisions  made  by  the  Security  Council  in 
the  exercise  of  any  of  Its  duties,  functions  and 
powers  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  decisions  on  procedural  matters.11 

He  explained  that  the  effect  of  this  amendment  would 
enable  the  Security  Council  to  moke  all  decisions  with  respect 
to  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII,  by  a  majority  of  any  seven  votes. 
The  argument  against  this,  contained  in  the  statement  by  the 

4493  -7- 


493 

sponsoring  governments*  was  that,  since  a  dispute  even  In  Its 
Incipient  stage  might  lead  to  a  later  serious  dispute,  unani- 
mity of  the  five  permanent  members  was  required  for  decisions 
at  every  stage.  In  support  of  his  amendment  he  contended  that 
because  a  dispute  might  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace,  conci- 
liation must  not  be  blocked.  This  did  not  endanger  tho  great 
powers  because,  since  a  majority  of  seven  was  required  for  a 
decision,  the  five  powers,  If  united,  could  defeat  anything 
that  they  did  not  like.  Since  conciliation  was  a  duty  that 
the  Council  had  to  fulfill  there  should  be  no  veto. 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  States,  pointing  out  that  the 
great  powers  could  preserve  the  peace  of  the  world  if  united, 
warned  that  they  could  not  do  so  If  dissension  were  sowed  among 
them.  The  vice  in  the  Australian  amendment  was  that  at  the 
very  beginning  of  the  consideration  of  a  dispute  when  unity 
among  the  great  powers  was  essential  division  might  occur. 
Unanimity  was  necessary  all  along  the  line  in  order  to  prevent 
disputants  from  sowing  the  seeds  of  discord.  He  contended  that, 
far  from  being  frequently  used,  the  veto  would  seldom,  if  over, 
be  exorcised.  Par  from.belng  used  perniciously,  it  would  be 
used  by  the  great  powers,  he  was  convinced,  not  for  their  own 
selfish  interests  but  In  the  interests  of  the  world  Organiza- 
tion. The  great  powers  hod  every  reason  to  exercise  the  re- 
quirement of  unanimity  for  high  and  noble  purposes,  because 
they  would  not  want  again  to  expend  millions  in  wealth  and 
lives  In  another  war.  He  reminded  the  Committee  that  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  had  proposed  the  Yalta  formula  and  that  his 
desire  for  poace  and  for  a  world  Organization  could  hardly  be 
questioned.  Furthermore,  the  Organization  would  be  judged  by 
its  fruits  and  not  by  the  dialectic  employed  here.  He  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  the  Conference  hod  been  in  session 
for  8  weeks  and  that  the  British  Delegate  in  the  previous 
meeting  had  asserted  that  the  sponsoring  governments  and 
Prance  had  gone  as  far  as  they  could  go  with  respect  to  the 
voting  procedure  in  the  Security  Council.  Ho  askod  if  dele- 
gates could  face  public  opinion  at  home  if  they  reported  that 
they  had  killed  the  veto  but  had  also  killed  the  Charter.  He 
pleaded  for  the  realization  of  tho  hopos  of  the  world  by  <.. 
couplotion  of" tho  framework  of  the  Organization  and  declared 
that  a  vote ^f or  the  Australian  amendment  would  frustrate 
those  hopes • 

The  Delegate  of  New  Zealand  thought  that  the  Australian 
amendment  had  been  misrepresented  because  -its  purpose  was  to 
remove  a  block  from  the  Charter,  not  to  offer  a  means  of 
sowing  discord  among  the  {towers.  He  believed  that  the  amend- 
ment would  help  the  great  powers  to  unite  because  it  meant 
that  one  of  the  five  could  not  dictate  to  tho  other  ten Bombers 
of  the  Council  with  respaot  to  peaceful  settlement.  He  doubted 
If  its  acceptance  would  kill  something  as  good  as  the  Charter, 
and  hoped  that  after  the  delegates  had  expressed  their  honest 
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views  they  would  all  loyally  work  for  the  Charter.  The  voting 
formula  of  the  sponsoring  governments  as  It  stood  would  permit 
another  Hitler  to  start  a  war  of  aggression,  These  considera- 
tions led  him  to  characterise  the  amendment  as  a  sincere  and 
honest  attempt  to  improve  the  Charter  . 

The  Belgian  Representative  read  a  st  -tement  paying  tribute 
to  the  Australian  Delegate  for  his  defense  of  a  cause  to  which 
Belgium  subscribed,  and  expressed  the  belief  that  the  veto 
should  not  be  applied  to  peaceful  settlement* 

The  Chairman  then  put  the  amendment  to  a  vote  by  roll 
call. 

* 

Decision;  The  Australian  amendment  was 

vote;  iff  alTlrma*- 


tlve,  20  negative  and  ^abstentions.  (See 
following  page  .  ) 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  12:10  a.  m. 
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Record  of  Voting   -  Australian  Amendment 

Yet   Wo   Aba.  Delegation       Yes  Ho  Abar, 


ARGENTINA  •  •  »  • 

IRAQ  

x 

AUSTRALIA  .... 

x 

LEBANON  

x 

BELGIUM  

x 

LIBERIA  ..... 

x 

BOLIVIA  

x 

LUXEMBOURG  .  .  • 

X 

BRAZIL  

X 

MEXICO  

X 

BYELQRUS.  S.S.R. 
CANADA  

x 

x 

NETHERLANDS  .  .  . 
KBIT  ZEALAND  ,  .  . 

X 

X 

CHILB   

x 

NICARAGUA  .... 

x 

CHINA  

x 

NORWAY  .    ... 

x 

COLOMBIA  .... 

x 

PANAMA  ..... 

x 

COSTA  RICA  .  .  . 
CUBA  

x 

X 

PARAGUAY  .... 
PERU  

-* 

x 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA  , 
DENMARK  

X 

x 

PHILIPPINE  COM  . 
SAUDI  ARABIA  .  . 

X 

x 

DOMINICAN  REP.   . 
BCUADOR  

X 

••* 

SYRIA  

X 

x 

EGYPT  

...» 

UKRAINIAN  S.S.R. 

x 

EL  SALVADOR  .  .  . 
ETHIOPIA  .... 
PRANCE  

... 

,.•* 

x 

X 

UN.  OF  S.AFRICA  . 
U*  S  .  S.R*   •  .  •  • 
UNITED  KINGDOM  . 

X 
X 

x 

x 

U.  S.A.    .  •  •  . 

x 

GUATEMALA  .... 

x 

URUGUAY  

x 

HAITI  

..-« 

VENEZUELA  .... 

X 

•  t 
HONDURAS  .  .  .  , 

X 

YUGOSLAVIA  .  .  . 

X 

INDIA  

x 

IRAK  ,  

x 

Total  :  .  .  . 

10 

20 

15 

*Ab»ent... 

5 
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496  RESTRICTED 

The  United  Nations  Conference  mh/B  (PRENOH) 

on  International  Organization  June  13»  1945 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  Coiind! 

COMPTE-RENDU  RESUME  DE  J£  DIX-NEUVIEME  3EAKOE 

SFcoMiTE  iii/i 

Veterans  Building.  Salle  223.  le  12  .luin  1945 
ft  22  fa.  42 

Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a  20  h«  40. 

!•  Suite  de  i^xamen  $5  rapport  flu  Soue-Comite  III/1/JB 
sur  la  procedure  dft  vo^atipn  au  Cons ell  de  Securite 

Le  delegue  du  Liban  estime  que  seule  une  organisation 
internet ionale  viable  pourrait  garantir  I1 independance  dfuno 
petit  pays  oomme  le  sien  et  le  preserver  de  1'agression*  Le 
droit  de  veto  est  un  mal,  mais  sa  delegation  I1 accept ef  parce 
que  I1 alternative  est  mille  fols  pi re. 

Le  delegue  de  la  Oolombie  vfttera  centre  la  forfcule  4e  Yalta 
pour  deux  motifs.  Le  premier  est  une  question  de  prinoipe. 
La  procedure  de  vote  proposee  met trait  les  decisions  sur  la 
paix  ou  la  guerre  entre  les  mains  de  n'importe  laquell;  des 
cinq  puissances,  Cela  est  contraire  au  principe  d'apres, 
lequel  une  majorite,  simple  ou  fixee  d'avance,.  devrait  decider 
des  questions  q^jl  surgiraient  devant  lforganisptlon  Internatio- 
nale. Le  deuxieme  motif  est  d'ordre  politique9.  Tout  en 
aoceptant  la  necesslte  de  I1 unite  des  grandes  puissances , f 
il  considere  que  la  formule  de  Yalta  ne  produira  pas  ce  resul- 
tat  et^il  croit  que  les  grandes "puissances f  bien  qu'ellee 
aient  ete  de  bonne  folf  ont  fait  une  erreur.  Ce  nrest  pas  en 
entravant  une  veritable  discussion  et  une  am^le  enqudte  menses 
par  le  Conseil  de  Sectmite  qu'on  pax*viendra  a  ll\aianlmite« 
Le  veto  aura  pour  e{fet  de  subordonner  les  inter^ts  de  quatre 
grandes  puissances  a  la  volonte  d'une  seule*  Le  re suit at 
sera  tou Jours  un  accord  pour  ne  pas  agir*  Oette  inaction 
fera  perdre  leur  prestige  au  Oonseil  et  aux  grandes  puissances 
et  aattnera  la  faillite  de  I1 Organisation^  En  outre,  il  est 
malavise   da  rendre  des  amendements  ulteriaure  impossibles. 
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8*    Motion  oubaine3oonoeynant  ^A  procedure 

Le  delegue  oubain  propose  que  le  Oom^te  decide  de 
terminer  la  discussion  et  de  Dosser  au  vote  a  la  seance  de 
£0  h.  90  du  lendemairu    Le  delegue  de  I1  Egypt  e  appuie  la 
proposition,    Le  President  e'ogpose^a  oette  proposition  pour 
la  raison  <jue  la  plup^r$  des  delegues  qui  voulaient  prendre 
part  aux  debate  ont  deja  pris  la  parole  «     Le  delegue  austra- 
llen  suggere  qufgpr$s  la  fin  des  debate  on  vote  d'aborA  sur 
son  amendement  vlsant  a  exolure  I1  application  du  veto  de  toute 
deoision  prise  par  le  Oonsell  conformement  aux  dispositions 
du  Ohapitre  VIII,  Section  A.     II  expriaje  lfespoir  que  oe 
vote  pourra  avoir  lieu  a  la  pre'sente  seance, 


Decision  )  l^ft  proposition  qubaine 
terminer  les  debate  au  pours  d$  la  seance 
aotuelle  eT"de  passer  au  vot»  a  la  seance  du 
lendemaln.  eat  repouaeee  par  22  volx  centre  6, 

3.  Bulfte  de  la  discussion  sur  ig  procedure  &§  vote 
au  Oonseil  de  Seourlte 

Le  delegue  des  Philippines  expligue  cjue  sa  delegation 
a  decide  quelle  serait  son  attitude  a  1'egard  de  la  formule 
de  vote  bien  avant  la  situetion  aotuelle,  qui  a  fcalheureusement 
ete  quallf  lee  de  division  entre  les  grandee  et  petites 
puissances.  A  son  a  via,  la  oontroverse  est  entre  ceux  qui 
orclent  qufon  peut  faire  oonf  lance  aux  puissances  invltantes 
qui  sauront  s1  acquit  ter  de  leurs  responsabllltes,  et  oeux 
qui  croient  au'une  procedure  demooratlque  doit  primer  toute 
autre  consideration.  La  delegation  des  Philippines  vfttera  , 
en  faveur  de  la  formule  proposes,  paroe  que  la  Chart  e,  malgre 
toute  B  ses  Imperfect  ions  ,  est  un  pas  en  avant;  paroe  qufon  peut 
et  on  doit  avoir  oonfianoe  que  les  grandee  puissances  exeroeront 
le  droit  dd  veto  pour  le  bien  commun:  parce  qu'on  peut  esperer 
que  dans.  lfavenlr  11  sera  possible  d'apporter  des  amendements 
a  la  Chart  e;  et  paroe  que  mieux  vaut  avoir  la  Charte,  si  lopar- 
falte  qu'elle  solt,  que  de  nven  awir  auoune.    Tout  en 
partageant  I1  opinion  de  oeux  qui  ont  defendu  la  democratic,  il 
a  ne'aamolna  confianoe  dans  les  grand  es  pulssanoes9 

Le  deleffue  de  Liberia  f  aif  remarquer  que  eon  gouvernement 
nfa  propose  aucun  amendement  a  la  Seotio^  C,  Chapltre  VI,  et 
que  sa  delegation  ne  s'est  pas  assoolee  a  oelles  qui  ont  Boumis 
des  questions.  II  est  en  eympathle  aveo  les  critiques  dirigees 
centre  la  formule  de  Yalta,  et  surtout  aveo  les  arguments  presen- 
tee oontre  le  droit  d'opposer^un  veto  aux  disousslonsf  %  II 
tient  aussi  qu'on  est  malavlse  de  mettre  des  entraves  a 
la  possiblllte  dfapporter  des  amendements  a  la  Charts* 
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Nlanmolria,  11  presume  qua  lea  gouvememente  Invitante 
ont  eerleusement  prla  en  oonildtfration  toua  ^ea  aepeote  da 
la  question,  et  o'eat  dans  un  esprit  da  cooperation  qu'll 
rotera  an  faveur  da  la  formula  da  Zalta. 

La  delegue  du*  Oanamarkf  rappelarit  oe  qua  a  on  pay  a  a  fait 
pour  la  cooperation  Internationale  avant^la  guerre,  declare 
qua  I1  attitude  AM  banem^rk  nf a  pas  change t  D'une  part. 
I'Auetralle,  la  Nouvelle-Ze^ande,  la  Belinda,  la  B0lfique, 
et  d'autrea  pays  ont  esprlme  daa  vuaa  trea  analogue a  a 
oellaa  du  Danamark  aoua  preaqua  toua  lea  rapportaj  dfautre 
part,  li  estlme  qu*un  esprit  d1 entente  at  de  collaboration 
entre  lea  nations  eat  plua  importante  qua  lea  clauses  dt  la 
Oharte*  Oe  qui  est  eurtout  d'une  Importance  cap it ale.  o9eat 
la  continuation  da  I1 esprit  df entente  at  da  collaboration* 
La  liberation  du  Danemark  a  ete  randua  possible  par  la  colla- 
boration daa  grandee  puissance a;  ••eat  dfelles  qua  depend 
son  avenlTt  Malgrrf  lea  restrictions  contenues  dans  la  Oh art e, 
le  Danemark  aaaumera  un  point  de  vue  rtfaliate.  A  aon  avis, 
c^est^en  votant  en  faveur  da  la  propoaltlon  tella  qufclle  eat 
redlgee  que  la  delegation  du  Danemark  oontrlbuera  le  mlaux 
a  la  conclusion  rapida  de  la  Conference. 

Le  delegutf  da  lflrak  declare  qur 11  votera  en  farauv 
de  la  formuto  de  Yalta,  mala  11  eapare  que  le  veto  eara  employe 
aveo  moderation. 

Le  representant  de  1 ^Uruguay  declare  qufll  votera  an 
faveur  de  la  f ormule  p ropes ee  par  las  gouvernamanta  Invltanta, 
parce  que,  d'apres  lul, ^11  s'fgit  d!une  disposition  tranaltolre 
qui  pourrait  etre  revlsee  apres  une  certaine  perioda  dTanneee. 
II  fait  appel  aux  petites  nations,  les.exhortant  a  faire  con- 
fiance  aux  grandma  puissances  qui  seront  oonaoi^ntea  de  leurs 
responsabilites  a  1'egard  de  la  Charte*  II  espere,  toutefols, 
que  le  veto  ne  s'appliquera  pas  aux  amendements. 

Le  deltfgue  du  Ohlli  votera  an  faveur  de  l^anendement 
-  austral ien,  parce  que  cet  amepdement  contrlbuera  a  rendra 
I1 Organisation  plua  deuooratlque,  ,81  Ifanandame9t^nfaat  pas 
adopt e,  11  aflnollnera  devant  la  decision  du  Oomlte  et  aon 
paya  pr£tera  a  I'Drganiaatlon  aon  concoura  loyal;  H  a J cute, 
que.  a1 11  prend  cette  attitude,  cAest  avec  le  deslr  da  soutenlr 
le  droit  da  discussion  et  qua.  el  lfamendement  australlen  eat 
rejete,  11  arabatlandea  de  voter  BUT  la  formule  defectueuse  du 
plan  da  Dumbarton  Oaks*  Reoonjjalssant  I'honntftate  da  Jugement 
des  grandee  puissances,  11  espere  qu'a  leur  tour,  ellea  recon- 
naltront  I'honndtete  des  petitea  nations  qui  ont  expos^  leura 
points  da  vuat  II  eapare,  en  outre,  qu9on  reccnnattra  a 
lfavenir,  la  neceaaite  da  reviser  et  de  modifier  la  Ohartef 
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La  dtfltfgul  da  Vlnlsuela  voter  a   tn  faruur  da  la  proposition 
das  gouremements  inritants  at  *f  abetlendra  £•  voter  aur 
1'aaendement  auetrallen,    Xfpfoad  oa  parti  a  aontrofooeur  at 
paroq  qua  I'unanlftita  entre  la  a  grandee  puissances  a  ate 
represent ee  comma  moaataira  pour  aaovrar  laur  tnita  d1  action* 


Zl  espere  qua  laa  grandee  ptdaaanoas  axaroercnt  aveo  sageeee 

leura  privileges  an  matiara  d*  vote,  qufdn  arrlvera  a  lTavenlr 
a  una  plus  grende  souplfteae  at  qufoii  raollitera  I1  introduction 
dt'amendemente  dans  la  Oharte. 

Le  dflrfgue  du  Luxembourg,  parlant  au  nom  As  la  plua  petite 
lea  nationa  rapraaante^s  a  la  Conference,  declare  qu'apres 
deux  invaaiona  perpe trees  par  lflllamagna  an  26  ana,  sas 
ftoapatrlotes xepnt  jbartioullaranant  dee Ire ux  da  voir  assurer  in 
palx  at  la  saourita*  II  jr  a  vlngt»trois  ans,  la  Luxembourg 
a  oontraota  una  union  econcatique  avao  la  Balglqua,  at  11  etait 
Rlore  priocovqpe  <Jee  reaultats,  mala  das  relations  oordialaa 
la  aont  davelqppaaa  antra  laa  deux  paya«  II  sstima  que  oet 
ixample  pourralt  servir  da  guide  aux  dalagues  dans  la  creation 


lf  una  organ!  aatlon  nondiala.  qul  devra  Itra  Jugee,  non  paa    % 
a(apree  den  feitapra^atlons  rigourausaa  du  drcit,  mala  blan  dfapraa 
•ea  aotas«  II  espera  qua  sl(  dana  cinq  ou  dlx  ans9  cola  paralt 
laeirable,  la  Oharta  pourra  itra  reexaminee  ,  1  son  avle.ltunjl0n 
ftaa  quatre  gouvernemente  invitants  et  da:  la  France  ocnetifua 
La  pktrra  angulaira  de  I90rganiaation  at,  blan  qufll  almeralt 
sppuyer  oeux  qul  aspirant  tea  a  present,  a  una  mallleura  Organise 
kion>  11  a*t  d'arls  qua  nulla  action  susceptible  dfebranler 
aette  pi«rra  angulaire  ne  devralt  itre  antreprlsa»   Exhortant 
La  OoAlta  a  parmattre  au  Oonaell  da  fleourlte  d'aglr.  at 
aspirant  qua  oa  'mprlage  de  raiaonf  aara  prospare,  11  declare 
]ua  la  Luxembourg  sfabstlandra  da  voter  an  faveur  dfamendements 
»t  quUl  yotara  an  favaur  da  la  formula  da  X*lta, 


Le  delegui  da  lfZnda  rapond  &  ceux  qul  ont  fale 
pi  laa  grandee  puissancaa  nfe  talent  paa  toutaa  df  accord  aur  la 
procedure  da  rote*  II  orolt  qu'on  ne  maural*  douter  qua  lea 
invttants  at  la  Franca  na  soieitf  dfsaooord  aur 


s 

L  f  interpret  at  Uh  quf  ils  eh  oftt  donnea.  La  premiere  obligation 
la  tqua  las  dalaguaa  d'eat  da  sa  itenAre  oompta  qua,  lorsqud  iee 
e»apra*entanti  daa  o^rio  grandee  puissances  ont  prls  la  parole, 
Lls  ont  donna  una  ihttrpratation  axaota  da  lv  opinion  dans  laur  a 
>ajr*  respaptifst  En  **  qui  oonoerna  I'amendement  austral  len, 
La  lOglque  plaida  en  aa  faveul4,  81  las  grandee  ^pulssanoas 
mi  malntenu  Uur  point  da  vne>  cfest  qu'allas  ataiant  parauadOaa 


pas  dUutra 

itttitOde  poftsibla/    II  doobranA  I'hieltatlcn  dee  fieand**  puistaa» 
laa  a  ahtrar  dana  uhe  ndthrelle  organisation  ttpndiala,  paroa  4ui 
Mrtainas  qations  ont  atl  daft  experiences  malhaur^Usos  tt^ao  la 

daa  Hationt.    Tout  comma  laa  petltes  nations^  l«a  grandet 


*ool*t«  daa  Hationt.  Tout  comma  laa  petltes  nations^  l«a  gra 
puissancaa  eentent  >  beeoin  da  aauWigardaa^;  Ct'aat  Mtcrquoit 
U  ott  prft  i  donner  &  la  declaration  das  gouVememartt*  luvlt 


ante 
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unt  IntornretiAcion  'dis  plus  bitnvulJtaiiufti,  *c  I  vot*r  pour  1ft 
formulae  Yali>4.  II  ,ffti«  pour  cam-  une  *4a»r«*  oft^gorlqu* 
iaquelle  1ft  Oharte  pourra  «tre  rfrisee  au  bout  0  Mm  certain 


noabre  dr Annies.  Oette  question  dolt  Itre  deoidle  dftns  ijn 
aatre  oomlte*  Mali  §lil  est  essential  que  le  drolt  de  revision 
solt  reoonnu,  11  ne  s'eneuit  pas  que  IA  Oharte  sera 
neoessftirement  modifies.  XI  est  possible xqufau  bout  de  dix 
ftns  on  njait  auoun  desir  de  la  soumettre  ft  une  revision*  XI 
demands  ft  QSUX  qui  oombattent  1ft  formule  de  Yalta,  de  ne  pas 
insister  des  a  present,  mals  de  oonoentrer  leurs  efforts 
en  vue  dfobtenir  le  droit  de  modifier  la  Oharte  au  bout  de  dix 
ans. 

Le  delegue  de  la  Gtreoe  rappelle  que  ML  delegation 
a  propose  certains  amendements  aux  dispositions  oonoernant 
le  vote.  Lfun  de  oes  amendements  va  beauoqup  plus  loin  que  I1  a* 
mendement  auetrallen,  oar  11  tend  ft  transferor  lfun  des  articles 
lee  plus  essentiele  de  la%8eotion  B  ft  1ft  Section  A,  Ohapitre  VIII 
de  faoon  a  le  soustraire  a  la  poeslbllltl  dfdtre  eujet  a 
I1 application  du  veto.  Oertalns  delegu^s  ont  exprime  la  oralnte 
que  le  drolt  de  veto  ne  oonduise  A  un  deni  de  Justice.  XI  estime 
oependant,  que  I1 attitude  des  grandee  puissances  n!est  pas 
diotee  par  de  mauvaleee  intentions^  L^s  grandee  puissances 
restent  fermes  dans  leur  attitude  ft  lfegard  de  la  question  du 
vote,  non  pas  afin  d'eopfoher  les  petltes  puissanoes  d'attelndre 
leur  but,  mals  aveo  lf intention  de  malntenir  entre  elles  une 
union  essentlelle,ft  1ft  paix.  La  Bool^te  de^  Nations  .tout  en 
disposant  d  !un  necanisme  perfectlonne.  a  ete  Incapable  dfagir 
dftns  les  moments  critiques,  pare e  que  les  forces  ft  sa  disposi- 
tion etaient  inferleuree  a  o elles  des  agreseeurs,  Cette 
Organisation!  au  central re,  ft  llapp\a  d'une  foroe  armee  sup*- 
rieure^  En  consider ant  le  problene  du  point  de  vue  politique 

?lutdt  que  sous  son  aspect  juridique,  il  est  evident  que 
I0pgftnisation  se  dlesoudra  si  les  grandee  pilssanoes  de  sont 
jas  unlest  Get  argument  lui  paralt  si  convalncant,  4  lui  4 
a  son  gouvernement,  qufil  ne  s'opposera  pas  a  la  formule  de  vote 
de  Yalta.  XI  votera  dans  la  oonvlotion  que  les  grandee  puissan- 
oes n'ont  pas  de  mauvaises  intentions  et  qu1 elles  exeroeront 
leurs  f drolt  de  vetot/aussi  rarement  que  possible;  que,  dfautre 
part,,  I1  Organisation  etablira  une  Jurisprudence  qui  reglera  sa 
procedure  dans  tous  les  oas  qui  se  preeenteront.ert  que  1ft  Oharte 
se  modif^era  ftveo  le  tenqps  selon  lf  adage  du  $hllosophe  grec 
•Tout  s'eeroule*,  XI  espere  qufil  sera  possible  dftns  lTAvenlr 
de  modifier  la  Oharte.  XI  prefererait  que  le  texte  en  garantis^ 
se  la  pos slbll ite  de  revision,  mals  a  defaut  dfun  tel  texte, 
il  eet  oonvalnoj  que  les  neoesslte  qu! impose  la  vie,  seront 
enoore  plus  imperliuses  que  les  paroles  dfun  texts. 
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La  delegue  des  Etats-Unis  demande  aux  delegues  de  voter 
pour  lr adoption  des  dispositions  present es  relatives  au  vote  et 
de  le  faire  aveo  la  conviction  qu'ils  contribuent  alnsl  a 
lf etabllssement  de  lfun  des  documents  lee  plus  importante ^rediges 
par  la  main  $e  ^'homme*  II  oomprend  le  pessimisms  exprime  par 
certains  Aeleguee,  male  oe  n'est  pas  la  premiere  fois  dans 
1'histolre  que  de  grands  evenemeots  ont  vu  le  Jour  dans  une 
atmosphere  de  cynicisms*  II  espere  que  1'erreur  de  certains 
homines  d'Etat  se  revelera  d'une  fapon  ^ussl  eolatante  que  le 
f xjrentj  lee  doutes  et  les  apprehensions  exprimes  au  moment  ,ou  fut 
redigee  la  Constitution  des  Etats-Unis*  Selon  lul,  lee  deleguee 
fee  trouvent  loi  reunis  pour  s'ef forcer  d'atteindre  un  but  pour 
lequel  les  hommes  ont  oombattu  pendant  des  annees.  lie  sont 
unis  par  un  lien  commun  qul  est  plus  fort  que  tout  oe  qui  peut 
les  divisor:  le  deslr  do  palx  qui  anime  tous  les  peuples,  Quel 
que  solt  le  texte  de  la  Chart e,  les*  nations  du  monde  auront  a 
vivre  en  harmonie,  sans  quo!  le  texte  de  la  Charte  serait  sans 
valeur« 

Conformement  aux  dispositions  oontenues  dans  les 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  toutes  les  nations  sont  liees  par 
les  mdmes  prlijclpee,  male  dans  le  ,cae  dfun  diff erend  menacant  la 
paix,  de  dlfferend  ne  peut  £tre  regie  sans  que  solt  etablie 
une  base  sur  laquelle  les  oinq  membres  permanents  et  deux  meat)  res 
non-permanent  s  solent  df accord.  81  les  grandee  puissances  epnt 
divlsees  sur  une  question.  11  n'exlste  duoun  espoir  de  reglement 
paolf^que;  au  central re f  11  pourra  en  reeulter  un  etat,de  dlsoorde 
qui,  ^a  son  tourf  pourra  mener  a  la^er^e.  Si  un  ^i^fereijd  est 
porte  devant  le ^Conseil  de  Seourite  apres  qu'ort  ete  epuises  tous 
les  moyene  de  reglement  pacifique,  les  grandee  puissances  devront 
eraccorder  pour  lul  trouver  une  solution*  l^e  probleme  le.plus 
important  qui  se  pose  ajix  esprite  les  plus  emlnents  d4aiourdfhui 
et  de  demaln  sera  de  veiller  a  oe  que  les  "chefs  dehage1  rament 
de  concert,  jnals  ce  probleme  n'est  pas  plus  difficile  que  oelul 
qui  a  ete  resolu  d!une  fapon  heureuse  en  assurant  I1 unite  dans 
la  guerre  actuelle.  Le  probleme  de  la  palx  devra  dtre  resolu 
par  un  monde  qul, ignore  la  division  et  ne  oonnaft  que  1| union. 
II  demande  aux  delegues  de  se  rendre  corapte  que  le  temps  eet  venu 
de  defendre  les  resultats  du  grand  travail  accompli  ioi,  81  les 
critiques  oontinuent,  I1 Organisation  sera  sapee  a  sa  base  avant 
de  oommencer  a  fonctlonner.  II  est  entendu  que  la  Charte  n'est 
pas  parfalte,  male  elle  incarne  les  espoir s  les  plus  saores  de 
Vhumanite* 

^   Le  repreeentant  egyptlen  fait  remarquer  que  la  dieous- 
sion,a  eolfilrcl  certains  faite.  Tout  le  monde  vout  que  la 
Conference  solt  un  suoofes*  Les  jlue  grrndes  puissances  ont 
declare  clairement  que  lo  veto  est  un Clement  fteaen^lel;  les 
petltes  nations ,  environ  quarante  delegations  sur  olnquante 
dfentre  elles,  y  sont  oppoeeee.  Cependant,  toutes  les  petites 
nations  oonvlennent  que  la  possibilite  dramendement  dolt  exlster. 
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O'est  pourquoi  11  suggere  que,  puisque  les  de^x  questions. 
de  veto  et  d'amendenient  se  rattaohent  I1  une  a  1'autre,  ellea 
doivent  fitre  discutees  ensemble,  et  que  si  le  Oomite  1/2  ne  lui 
donnc  pas  satisfaction  sur  la  question  d'amendement,  l!Egypte 
s'pbstiendra  de  voter. 

Le  delegue  du  Nicyaragua  annonoe  quf  11  votera  pour  la 
formule  dee  quatre  gouvernements  invitants,  aveff  I1 intention 
d1 assurer  le  suocea  de  la  Conference.  II  estime  que,  puisque 
les  gouverneijents  invitants  et  la  France  fc'ont  t>ae  fait  defatfc 
dans  le  passe.  11  nfy  a  pas  lieu  de  cralndre  qu'lls  f assent 
defaut  dans  1'avenlr. 

Le  delegue  de  I'Australle  trouve  que  les  debats  ont  pris 
une  tournure  extraordinaire  qui  est  fort  interessante  et  reconnaft 
que  les  difflcultes  des  delegations  sont  grandea  II  y  a  eu, 
depuis  I'ouverture  de  la  Conference,  des  nouvelles  troublantesj 
la  guerre  se  pour suit:  de  grandes  armees  occupent  encore 
I1 Europe  et  1' atmosphere  Internationale  est  loin  df§tre  normale. 
Bien,que  le  Comite  disoute  off lolelleraent  un  document  qui  lui 
a  ete  soumis  par  un  Soue-Comlte,  11  nry  a  pas  encore  eu  de 
proposition  pour  lf adopter,  II  eepere  que  cette  proposition 
sera  enregistree  en^mdme  temps  que  les  differences  opinions 
qurelle  aura  susoltees  au  sein  du  Comite,  La  deolaratbn  des 
gouvernements  Invitants  nrest  pas  un  document  Jurldique,  qials 
plutdt  un  accord  polltlque  qui  marque  sans  doute  un  progres 
sur  le  veto  sans  restriction  exist ant  anterleurftnent,  II 
suggere  done  que  le  Comite  passe. a  la  motion  suivante  saijs  que 
la  declaration  des  gouvernements  Invitants  solt  consideree  comne 
ayant  ete  officiellement  adoptee • 

II  resume  les  arguments  en  f aveur  de  la  procedure 
de  vote  proposee  par  les  gouvernements  invitants  et  les  trouve 
Inaooep tables.  On  Ji'a  gas  obtenu  df unite  entre  lee  puissances, 
puisque  la  proposition  etablit  non  pas  le  veto  des  cinq  puissan- 
ces ?reunles,  ma  Is  cclul  dtutie  eeule  df  entre  elles,  II  rappelle, 
en  outre,  que  les  auteursd^  la  Constitution  des  Etats-Unls  o'ont 
pas  derapnde  qufon  acoorde  a  cette  Constitution  toute  oonfianoe 
ni  qu'on  etabllsse  des  llmitcs  a  sa  revision.  II  defend  I1 atti- 
tude des  petites  nations  a  1'e^ard  de  la  formule  proposee,  en 
f*appelant  quT  elles  ont  presente  des  amend  erne  nte  et  defini  leur 
position  p,veo  le  souci  sincere  et  honndte  d'amellorer  la  Charte. 
Bee  propres  objections  a  la  formule  sont  inspirees  par  la  convic- 
tion q^e  le  veto  repose  star  un  prinolpe  faux  et  ne  sauralt  con- 
duire  a  I1  unite  entre  lee  grandes  puissances .f  La  eeule  Justifies 
tlon  d'un  vote  unanime  est  la  oralnte  dfun  desaooord  ontre  les 
grandee  puissances.  Un  Accord  fonde  sur  oette  unanimltl  sera  rei 
Use  a  lfcxterleur  plutdt  qiutfa  I'lnterleu^  du  Consell,  et  cela 
Impllque  la  posslbilite  d1 accords  semblables  a  celui  de  Munich. 
Blen  que  pratlquement  toue  les  delegues  aient  deolar£  qu^ls 
tolereralent  IP  formule  pendant  une  cert^lne  periods ,  11s 
e!lllu6ionnent  s'lls  peneoftt  que  le  veto  ne  fera  pas  1'objet 

4494  ~7~ 


503 

d'un  amendement*  II  oonolut  en  remerolant  toua  oeux  qul 
ont  travalll^  aveo  lui  et^xpri^e  aa  oonviotlon  que  la  Oharte 
sera  complete*.  litest  decide  a  s'y  oonformer  loyalement,  male 
sfefforoera  de  l!amellorer  en  effapant  la  tdche  qul  la  de figure, 

Le  President  declare  las  fl^bats  , 


Oomite  III 

4.  Amendement  australlen  flu  paragraohe  g,  Section  0,  Ohapltre  VJ 

Le  del^gue  qugtralien  ^e^cpllque  qufil  a  corrlge  I1  amen- 
dement qu!ll  avalt  deja  propose  a  la^Sectlon^C,  du  Ohapltre  VI> 
certalnes  de  ees  dispositions  ay ant  ete  portees  devant  un  autre 
Comite.  II  presente  le  texte  suivant  t 

"Ajouter  oe  qul  suit  a  la  fin  du  Chapltre  VI,  Section  0, 
paragraphe  2  : 

11  Tout ee  decisions  prises  par  le  Coneeil  de  Securite 
dans  1'exercice  de  see  devoirs,  fonctlons  et 
pouvoirs,  sous  les ^clauses  du  Chagltre  VIII,  Section 
A,  seront  considerees  comme  des  decisions  eur  dee 
questions  de  procedure11  • 

Get  amendement,  dlt-11,  permettra  au  Conseil  de  Securlte 
deprendre  toutes  decisions  dans  le  cadre  de  la  Section  A  du 
Bhapitre  VIII  par  une  majorlte  de  sejjt  volx.  L1  argument  centre 
oette  proposition,  contenu  dans  la  declaration  das  gouvernements 
invltants  est  qu'un  dlfferend,  menEa  ses  debuts,  risquo  &e  ee 
devfj'iopper  et  de  ^s'aggrnver,  et  que  I'unanimlte  des  cinq  membres 
pernMiente  est  necessaire  dans  toutes  les  decisions  st  a  toue  les 
stages  d:une  dispute.  En  eoutenant  sa  proposition,  11  ffil't: 
ressortlr  que  mdme  si  une  dispute  risque  d'amener  une  rj-pture  de 
lfetat  de  paix,  11  ne  faut  pas  barrer  la  vole  a  la  conciliation, 
Son  amendement  ne  peut  mettre  en  danger  les  grandes  put  a  trices, 
cy?,  une  majorlte  de  sept  voix  etant  necessaire  pour  obt'riilr  une 
decision,  les  cinq  grandee  puissances,  si  Belles  sr entendent, 
^  pourront  sfopposer  a  tout  ce  qui  leur  deplaira.  La  conciliation 
etant  un  devoir  du  Conseil,  11  ne  devralt  pas  y  avoir  de  vet*. 

Le  delegue  des  Etats~Unis  fait  observer  que,  si  les 
grandes  puissances  peuvent  preserver  la  palx  du  monde,  en  restant 
unies, ,elles  ne  pourront  le  f«ire  si  elles  deyiennent  la  prole 
de  dissensions.  Le  defaut  de  I9 amendement  austrfdien  est  que  le, 
danger  de  division  existe^me  a  I'orlgine 'dc  1'examen  drun  diffe- 
rend,  au  moment  ou  I1 unite  des  grandes  puissances  est  essentielle, 
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L1 unite  eat  neoeesalre  &  tout  moment  si  I1 on  veut  evltsr 

que  lee  parties  a  un  differend  ne  sement  la  diaoorde.  II 
aff irae  que  non  aeulement  le  veto  ne  eera  pas  employe 
frequemment,  mais  qufenfcdt,  il  le  sera  rarement  et  peut-6tre 
mSnBjamais.  Au  lieu  de  I'difl^loyer  a  de  mauvaises  fine,  11 
est  convaincu,  au  oontralre,  que  les  grandee  j>ulssaijoee  feront 
appel  au  veto, non  pas  pour  jproteger  jeurs  Interfits  egolstes, 
male  pous^proteger  les  in terete  de  I1 Organisation  mondiale.  Les 
grandee  puissances  Ant  toute  raison  d'exercer  leur  drolt 
d'unanlmite  en^vue  de  buts  eleves  et  nobles,  oar  elles  n'ont 
nul  deslr  de  depenser  de  nouveau  dans  une  autre  guerre, 
dee  millions  en  fortunes  et  en  vleshumaines.  II  rapptlle 
au  Oomlte  que  ofeet  le  President  Roosevelt  qul  a  propose ^la 
formute  de  Yalta,  et  que  nul  ne  sau^rait  douter  de  son  deslr 
de  ramener  la  paix  et  de  voir  la  creation  dfune  Organisation 
Internationale,  De- plu$f  I1 Organisation  sera  Jugee  par  see 
fruits,  et  non  par  les  belles  parolee  prononoeee  lot*  II  rap- 
pelle  au  Ctomlte  que  la  Conference  a  £eja  ,dure  8  semaines  et  que 
le  dele^gue  brltannique,  au  coure  dfune  meanoe  precedent  e,  a  x 
afflrme  que  les  gouvernements  invitants  et  la  France  eont  allee 
aussl  loin  qu^ls  le  peuvent  dans  la  question  de  vote  au^sein^ 
du  Consell  de  Securite.  Le  Co mite  pense-t-11  que  les  delegues 
oseralent  affronter  I1 opinion  publlque  dan^  leurs  pays  reepectif 
sflls  venalent  annonoer  gu'ils  ont  reusel  a  bloquer  le  veto 
male  que,  du  m£me  coup,  lie  ont  dechire  la  Charte«  II  plaide 
en  favour  de  I1 Organisation  mondiale  dont  la  creation  constltue 
la  realisation  dee  r£ves  de  I'hunanlte  et  il  exprlme  I1 opinion 
que  voter  pour  llamendement  auetraUan  seralt  tromper  oee  eepoire 

Le  d^legue  de  la  Nouvelle-Zelande  pense  que  nva  j>ae 
fait  Justice  a  1'amendement  australlen  dont  le  but  est  d'ellmlner 
un  obstacle  de  la  Charte  etnon  pas  droffrlr  un  moyen  de  semer  la 
disoorde  entre  lee^uieeanoes.  A  son  avie,  oet  amendement  aider? 
la  cause  de  I1 unite  des  grandee  puissances  car  son  intention 
o^t  qufauoune  des  olnq  puissances  ne  pourra  alors  dieter  ea  volor 
te  aux  autre s  dix  membres  du  Oonsell  dans  tout  reglement  pacif iqt 
II  ne  crolt  pas  que  lr adoption  de  cet  amendement  annihileralt 
toe  ^ohoee  aussi  bonne  que  la  Charte  et  il  espere  que  loreque  les 
delegues  auront  exprime  drune  manlere  franohe  leurs  opinions 
dlvereee,  ils  apporteront  tout  leur  oonoours  au  suooes  de  la 
Charte*  La  f ormule ^de  votA  des  gouvernements  invitants,  telle 
qufelle  a  ete  redigee,  permettrait  ^  un  autre  Hitler  de  fomenter 
une  ^guerre  d'agreseion*  Ces  considerations  le  poijeeent  &  con-/ 
siderer  lf amendement  oomme  un  effort  sincere  et  veritable  d'ame'- 
liore»  la  Charte. 

,      Le  representant  de  la  Belglcjue  donne  lecture  dfune 
declaration  rendant  pommage  au  delegue  australien  pour  ea 
defense  d'une  cause  a  laquelle  la  Belgique  se  rallie  et  11 
exprlme  sa  conviction  que  le  veto  ne  devralt  pas  erappliquer 
aux  reglement e  paoif iques. 

4494  _9_ 


Lo  President  met  I'amendoment  au  vot*  par  appel  nominal. 

Decision  i  Ijftjndndomont 
vote  eulvant  t  3,0  volx  pgur. 
(  volr  la  page  eulvant  e  )• 

La  eeanoe  eet  levee  a  00  h«10« 
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Lien  eat  rc.loto 
centre  et  J.5  absteatlone. 
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Vote  mir  1'Amendement  Auetrallen 


Dcfltteatlon      Oui  Non  Abet. 

De'ltffratlon    Oui  Non  Abet. 

ARGENTINE              ;  X  j 
AUSTRALIE        X     , 
BELGIWUE               J  X 

IRAK 
LIBAN            X 
LIBERIA      j     X 

X 

BOLIVIE                '  X  . 

LUXEMBOURG 

X 

BRESIL            X      •    ; 

MEXIQUE        X  : 

R.S.S.  de 
BELORUSSIE           X 

CANADA                   X 
CKILI            X         i 

,                     I 

CHINE           !     X 

PAYS-BAS       X 

NOUVELLE 
ZELANDE      .  X  ' 
NICARAGUA    ,     X 

NORVEGE          |  X 

COLOMBIE          X      •    i 
1 
COSTA  RICA           X      ! 

CUBA             X         i 

PANAMA         X 

PARAGUAY           —  « 

{ 

PEROU        i 

X 

TCHECOSLOVAQUIE       X 

PHILIPPINES   i     X 

J 

DANEMARK             X      ; 
REP.  DOMINICAINE     '  X      ' 

ARABIE           '  '    ' 
SAOUDITE           '  X 
8YRIE                :  X 

EQJUATEUR            :  —  • 

TURQUIE          '    ,  X 

EGYPTE              •  —  * 
SALVADOR             —  •  .  ' 
ETHIOPIE            '      X 

R  8  S  de        ' 
*1'UKRAINE   •     X 
UNION  SUD-     -: 
AFRICAINE-  -I    X 

U.  R.S.S.           X 

i    c 

FRANCE               X 

ROYAUME  UNI   j     X 

GRECE            .         X 

ETATS-UNI8    '     X  : 

4       t 

GUATEMALA           •      X  , 

URUGUAY          !  X 

HAITI          ;  —  •   ; 

VENEZUELA        , 

X 

HONDURAS            '  X      ; 

INDE               i     X  j 
IRAN             X  '        '• 

YOUGOSLAVIE       X 

Total  

» 

10  20 
•Absent  6 
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RESTRICTED 


The  United  Nations  Conference  DOO.IOZI  (ENGLISH)* 

on  International  Organisation  June  ^e7*  1945 


COMMISSION  HI       Security  Council 

Committee  I  Structure  and  Procedures 


(At  the  request    of  the  Delegate   of  Belgium) 

Delete  the  first  full  paragraph  on  page  9  and  substitute  the 
following: 

"The  Belgian  Representative  read  a  statement  as  follows: 

fl  wish  to  render  sincere  homage  to  the  honorable  Dr.  Eyatt 
for  his  efforts  in  the  defense  of  a  proposal  vhich  is  dear  to  us 
for  the  reasons  expounded  yesterday  by  my  colleague  M,de  Laveleye, 

We   still  think  that  the  veto  formula  in  matters   of  peaceful 
settlements   is  not   compatible  with  those   juridical  principles 
which  Belgium  has  traditionally  honored,  nor  vlth  those  of  a 
really  effective  international  organization. 

However,   in  view  of  the  formal  statements  made  by  the  honor- 
able representatives    of  the  Groat  Powers  and  presented  this 
morning  by  Lord  Halifax,  the  Belgian  Delegation  will  decline  to 
vote,   both  vith  the  sincere   desire   of  fedilitatitig  the  adoption 
of  an  imperfect  Ghrrtor  at  this  time,   <md  in  ths  hope   of  seeing 
some   of  its  provisions  emended  in  the  futuro. 


rnd  destroy  Doc.   999   (ENGLISH),    111/1/47(1) 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  DOO.  999  (FRENCH) 

°  IH/l/47    (1) 

June  15,   1945 

COMMISSION   HI  Security  Council 

UOIltl  1  -  ei'ftiiiialiuu 


OORRiaENDUM  AU  COMPTE  RSNDU  RESUME  D£  LA  DIX-NEUVIEME  SEANCE 
DU  OOMITE  HI/1.  IS,  .1uin  1946 
Doo.  956  (French).  IH/l/47 

(A  la  requete  du  Delegue  de  la  Belgique)  Supprimer 
le  dernier  paragraphs  de  la  oage  9  et  le  remplaoer  par  le 
euivant  : 

"Le  Delegue  de  la  Eelglque  donne  lecture  de  la  declara- 
tion sulvante: 

rJe  tiene  &  rendre  un  vif  hommagj  k  IJhonorable 
Dr.  Evatt  pour  l^e  efforts  qu'il  a  Deployed  dans  la 
defens§  d'une^these  qui  nous  est  cjiere  pour  lee  rai- 
sons  developpeee  hler  par  mon  collogue  M.  de  Laveleye. 

Nous  pereistons  a  peneer  que  la  formule  du  veto 
en  matiere  de  reglemente  paoifiques  n'eet  pas  compa- 
tible avec  lee  principea  Juridiques  que  la  Belgique 
a  traditionnellement  honors^,  ni  aveo  oeux  d'une  or- 
ganisation Internationale  reellement  cfficaoe. 

Toutefoie,  devant  lee  declarations  formelles 
faites  par  les  honorables  representants  des  Grande  s 
Puissances  et  preoiseee  ce  matin  par  Lord  Halifax, 
la  Delegation  belgf  s'abstiendra  aux  votes,  tant 
avec  le  deeir  sincere  de  faciliter  actuellement 
I1  ad  opt  ion  d'une  Charte  imparfaite  que  dans  l!espoir 
et  aveo  la  volonte  de  voir  certaines  de  ses  disposi- 
tions amende  es  dans  1'avenir*1  " 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  RESTRICTED 

Doo.   1205  (ENGLISH) 
III  A  AY   (3) 
June  27*   19^5 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CCRRIGENflUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  NINETEENTH  MEETING 

^7^71X^7^'?'^ nTMPrST!*^^T  iP  1*  v^T^^^ 
w  w*''ii**U»  JL  J,  *T**V     ^  J.  J.  /   jij  • 

DocT  95b 


(At  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  Venezuela) 

Pago  3*§6th  line  from  bottom  of  pago,  for  the  vord 
"roluctanuly"  substitute  the  folioving: 

"Neither  vith  reluctance  nor  with  enthusiasm11 
5500 


The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRTOTED/™^^x 

r  *•          i    ^i  •      *•  Doc.  1COS     (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  ni/l/47  (3) 


June  27, 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Comitl  1         Organisation  et  Procedures 

CORRIGENDUM  AU  COMPTE-REKDU  RESUME  DE  LA 


12 
Doc.  956,  (French)  III/1/4? 

k  la  demande  du  D£l6gu6  de  Venezuela 


Page  U,  ligne  3,  remplacer  lea  mots  fl&  contre-coeur11 
par  les  mots  suivants: 

"Ni  i,  oontre-coeur  ni  avec  enthusiasme." 
5501 
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RESTRICTED 

Doc.  940  (ENGLISH) 


The  United  Nations  Conference 
on  International  Organisation 

June  13,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


AGENDA  FOR  TWENTIBT 


rY-PIR3T  MEETINGS 


June  13,  1945 ,  10; 30  a.m.  and  8:30  p.m. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Further  consideration  of  the  provisions  of  Section  C, 
Chapter  VI,  as  proposed  at  the  Crimea  Conference,  and 
of  the  amendments  relating  thereto 

(3)  Consideration  of  unfinished  business  with  respect  to 
Sections  B  and  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals 

(4)  Consideration  of  the  report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/C 

(5)  Consideration  of  voting  procedure  in  the  Security  Council 
applicable  to  the  recommendation  of  a  Secretary-General 
(paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  V,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals ) 

(6)  Other  business 
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The  United  Nation*  Conference  Sf^ 

on  International  Organisation  m/i/46 

0  June  13, 


COMMISSION  III       Security  Council 

Comlte  1  Organisation  et  Procedure 


OBDHB  DU  JOUR  DES  VINOTIEHB  ET  VJNOT  ET  UNIEME  STANCES 

DU  COMTET  HI/I 


13  juin  19^5,  lOh.30  et  20h.30 

(1)  Expose  des  travaux  de  la  seance  preoedente 

(2)  Suite  de  1'exaiaen  des  dispositions  de  la  Section  C  du 
Chapltre  VI  proposee  par  la  Conference  de  Crlmee  et  des 
amendements  Qul  sfy  rattachent 

(3)  Examen  des  points  non  encore  regies  des  Sections  B  et  D 
du  Chapltre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 

(4)  Examen  du  rapport  du  Sous-Comlte  III/l/C 

(5)  Examen  de  la%  procedure  de  vote  a  appllquor  par  le  Conaeil 
do  Socurlte  a  la  reoonmandation  vlsant  la  designation  du 
Secretaire  General  (paragrapho  4,  Section  B,  Chapltre  V, 
do  a  Propositions  do  Dumbarton  Oaks 

(6)  Autros  questions 


4452 


512       Tm         rr     .        •    »T       •  f>        f  RESTRICTED 

The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  96?  (ENGLISH)* 

on  International  Organization  JS^it;  1945 


COMMISSION  HI       Security  ConncQ 


Committee  1      Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OT  TWENTIETH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  22ft,  June  l^  ,  19^5  9  10:40  a.m. 

The  meeting  was  opened  by  the  Chairman  at  10:40  a,m. 
1  .  Committee  Procedure  vlth  Respect  to  Section  C  i  Chapter  VI 

The  Delegate  of  Australia  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
rejection  at  the  previous  meeting  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 
his  Delegation  carried  with  It  by  clear  Implication  the  rejec- 
tion of  other  proposed  amendments  which  constituted  even 
greater  departures  from  the  original  text.  Exceptions  existed 
vlth  respect  to  (1)  the  problem  of  abstention  from  voting  by 
one  of  the  permanent  members  of  the  Council,  and  (2)  the 
recommendation  of  the  Council  to  the  Assembly  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Secretary-General.  He  suggested  that  the  Com- 
mittee might  i  therefore*  be  able  to  proceed  to  a  vote  on  the 
original  text.  He  added  that  the  Australian  Delegation  would 
abstain  from  voting. 

The  suggestion  was  supported  by  the  Delegate  of  ttio  Urutod 
States.  The  Delegate  of  Greece  proposed  a  formal  motion, 
seconded  by  the  Delegate  of  Belgium  and  others  ,  that  para- 
graphs lf  2,  and  3*  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  be  put  to  a  vote. 
He  stated  that  the  Greek  Delegation  was  prepared  to  withdraw 
Its  three  amendments. 

The  Canadian  Delegate,  while  not  opposing  the  motion, 
asked,  nevertheless,  that  opportunity  be  given  for  discussion 
of  the  effect  of  the  abstention  from  voting  by  a  permanent 
member  of  the  Council,  which  was  dealt  with  by  the  amendment 
proposed  by  Canada. 

The  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  announced  that  had  he  been 
able  to  be  present  at  the  previous  session  he  would  have  voted 
In  favor  of  the  Australian  amendment.  Vlth  respect  to  the 
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procedure  followed  in  the  Committee,  he  observed  that  to  vote 

the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  first  would  constitute  a  reversal 
of  the  usual  parliamentary  procedure.  This  would  create  con- 
fusion, because  it  would  obligate  many  delegates  to  vote 
first  against  the  original  text,  then  to  vote  on  the  amend- 
ments, and  then,  perhaps,  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  original 
text  with  amendments,  if  any,  when  it  was  finally  considered* 

Speaking  of  the  effect  of  an  abstention  from  voting  by 
one  of  the  permanent  members,  the  Delegate  of  £1  Salvador 
repeated  a  question  previously  asked  of  the  sponsoring  gov- 
ernments as  to  whether  abstention  would  be  considered  as  an 
exercise  of  the  veto.  He  pointed  out  that  until  the  question 
was  answered  he  would  be  unable  to  decide  whether  or  not  to 
propose  a  specific  amendment  on  the  matter,  and  he  felt  that 
other  delegations  were  in  the  same  position. 

The  Chairman  restated  the  motion  to  vote  on  Section  C, 
Chapter  VI,  so  as  not  to  exclude  discussion  of  the  problem 
of  abstention.  The  motion  was  then  put  to  a  vote. 

Decision;  The  motion  was  passed  by  a  vote  of 
31  to  0 , 

2 .  Paragraph  1 ,  Section  £,  Chapter  VI 

The  text  of  paragraph  1,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  was  read 
and  the  Delegates  of  Australia,  Egypt,  and  Argentina  announced 
that  they  would  abstain  from  voting. 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  urged  that  the  text  be 
adopted  as  unanimously  as  possible.  In  this  connection  he 
gave  the  following  explanation  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
veto  would  operate  with  respect  to  methods  for  pacific  settle- 
ment: 

He  stated  that  when  a  permanent  member  of  the  Council  was 
a  party  to  a  dispute,  its  enforced  abstention  would  mean  that 
the  other  four  permanent  members  and  three  of  the  non- 
permanent  members  might  reach  a  decision  which  involved  a 
judgment  concerning  "the  rlghtness  or  wrongness  of  a  dispute". 
This  decision  could  Include  recommendations  as  to  the  terms 
of  settlement.  He  observed,  therefore,  that  "thero  is  no 
exception  from  the  Judgment  of  the  bar  of  tho  world". 

The  Delegate  pointed  out  that,  when  no  permanent  member 
was  a  party  to  a  dispute  every  means  of  pacific  settlement 
vas  open.  After  these  means  had  been  exhausted  the  parties 
were  obliged  to  present  the  case  to  the  Council.  The  veto 
would  not  apply  either  to  a  discussion  of  the  matter  or  to 
an  invitation  to  other  Interested  nations  to  participate  in 
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the  discussion.  He  suggested  that  a  solution  might  be  forth- 
coming from  the  discussions,  without  the  necessity  of  a 
decision. 

He  compared  application  of  the  veto  to  the  requirement  of 
unanimity  among  the  Jurors  In  a  criminal  trial.  He  argued 
that  unanimity  would  help  assure  acceptance  of  the  recommenda- 
tions for  peaceful  settlement,  since  they  would  thus  carry 
the  united  weight  of  the  nations  of  the  world* 

With  respect  to  the  exercise  of  the  veto  In  decisions 
to  apply  sanctions,  the  Delegate  of  the  United  States  observed 
that  this  meant  that  If  a  major  power  became  the  aggressor 
the  Council  had  no  power  to  prevent  war,  In  such  case  the 
inherent  right  of  self-defense  applied,  and  the  nations  of 
the  world  must  decide  whether  or  not  they  would  go  to  war. 
In  conclusion,  he  expressed  the  opinion  that  although  the 
proposed  Charter  was  not  perfect  and  would  be  difficult  to 
operate,  it  was  as  good  as,  or  better  than,  any  other  system 
that  could  be  devised. 

The  Australian  Delegate  asserted  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
reopen  the  debate  of  the  previous  meeting,  but  he  pointed  out 
that  at  a  very  early  stage  conciliation  could  be  blocked  by 
veto.  This  would  tend  to  remove  matters  of  peaceful  settle- 
ment from  the  Security  Council,  and  would  thus  lead  to  the 
same  situation  as  that  which  had  existed  in  the  League  of 
Nations.  The  supporters  of  the  Australian  amendment  should 
not  be  asked  to  vote  affirmatively  on  the  Yalta  formula.  He 
thought  that  the  proper  course  was  to  abstain  from  voting  on 
Section  C,  Chapter  VI.  That  was  the  position  which  the 
Australian  Delegation  would  take. 

The  Mexican  Representative  explained  that  his  Delegation 
could  not  approve  the  formula  under  discussion  since  it  gave 
a  veto  to  the  permanent  members  of  the  Council  on  questions 
relating  to  pacific  settlement  under  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Chapter  VIII.  The  Mexican  Delegation,  however,  would  abstain 
from  voting  on  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  since  it  felt  that  the 
interpretation  In  the  statement  by  the  four  sponsoring  gov- 
ernments and  France  was  the  maximum  that  could  now  be  ob- 
tained and  since  it  did  not  wish  to  obstruct  adoption  of  the 
Charter.  The  Mexican  Delegate  hoped  that  it  would  be  possible 
to  change  this  attitude  either  In  the  Commission  meeting  or 
the  plenary  session.  This  change  would  be  facilitated  if  the 
Delegates  of  the  sponsoring  governments  and  France  would 
promise  not  to  use  the  veto  in  pacific  settlement  except  in 
exceptional  circumstances,  and  if,  above  all,  a  procedure  for 
revision  could  be  adopted  that  would  realize  the  ideas  ex- 
pressed by  President  Roosevelt  when  he  said  that  the  Charter 
should  not  be  static  and  Invariable  but  adaptable  to  changing 
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conditions  and  tt>  *o*lal,  economic,  and  political  progress, 

A  Representative  of  Belgium  read  a  statement  prepared  by 
the  Belgian  Delegate  proposing  that  a  vote  should  be  taken  on 
each  paragraph  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  by  a  show  of  hands, 
and  that  It  should  then  be  taken  on  the  whole  section  by  roll 
call.  The  Belgian  Delegate  felt  that  the  sincerity  of  the 
Committee  members  and  the  clarity  of  the  discussion  could  be 
properly  recorded  In  this  way. 

The  Chairman  put  to  a  vote  paragraph  1,  Section  C,  Chap* 
ter  VI  i  as  follows:  "Each  member  of  the  Security  Council 
should  have  one  vote*11 

Decision:  Paragraph  1,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
was  adopted  unonlmousry  by  an  affirmative  vofo 

^ 


3-  Paragraph  2,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  and  Proposed  Canadian 
Amenomen  t  s  "*        *" 

The  Delegate  of  Canada,  commenting  that  he  had  not  had  a 
previous  opportunity  to  speak  on  matters  of  detail,  obtained 
the  permission  of  the  Chairman  to  propose  the  following  amend- 
ments to  paragraphs  2  and  3  &t  this  point: 

"The  language  of  paragraph  2,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
should  bo  changed  to  read:   *  Decisions  of  the  Security 
Council  on  procedural  matters  should  be  made  by  an 
affirmative  vote  of  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  members 
present  and  voting*  ' 

"The  first  part  of  paragraph  3  should  be  amended  to 
read  as  follows:   'Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on 
all  other  matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote 
of  at  least  two  -thirds  of  the  members  present  and  vot- 
ing, Including  the  concurring  votes  of  the  permanent 
members  present  and  voting*1 

The  Canadian  Delegate  explained  that  since  the  Yalta 
formula  required  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven  out  of  -the 
eleven  members  of  the  Council,  absence  or  abstention  would 
be  equivalent  to  a  negative  vote  and  would  thus  greatly  In- 
crease the  chances  of  a  deadlock.  This  danger  had  been 
demonstrated  both  In  the  Council  of  the  League  of  Nations 
and  at  this  and  other  recent  International  conferences.  Much 
attention  had  been  paid  to  the  effect  of  a  negative  vote  being 
oast  by  a  permanent  Council  member,  but  It  was  more  likely 
in  practice  that  a  permanent  member  who  found  himself  In  a 
small  minority  would  merely  abstain  from  voting.  Non-permanent 
members  might  likewise  Impede  effective  action  by  the  Council 
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In  the  same  way.  tfhe  Canadian  amendment  did  not  touch  the 
fundamental  Issue  of  the  voting  formula,  for  It  merely  pro- 
vided that  absence  from  the  Council  would  not  be  equivalent 
to  a  negative  vote,  He  vent  on  to  show  hov  under  the  Yalta 
text  one  could  never  be  sure  hov  many  members  of  the  Council 
vould  be  able  to  vote  on  an  Issue  In  which  one  or  more  of  Its 
members  vere  Involved.  It  vas  possible  to  envisage  a  situa- 
tion In  vhlch  all  five  of  the  permanent  members  might  be 
parties  to  a  dispute,  In  vhlch  case  the  requirement  of  seven 
affirmative  votes  could  not  be  met.  He  concluded  by  express- 
ing the  hope  that  the  slight  deviation  from  the  Yalta  formula 
proposed  in  his  amendment  vould  not  meet  with  the  opposition 
of  the  sponsoring  governments. 

The  Delegate  of  Nev  Zealand  thought  that  the  Yalta  text 
vas  a  little  more  liberal  vith  respect  to  paragraph  2  than 
the  Canadian  amendment.  He  suggested,  however,  that  the 
word  "concurring"  in  paragraph  3  had  to  be  looked  into  in 
order  to  determine  what  would  happen  when  a  permanent  member 
was  absent. 

The  Australian  Delegate  believed  that  "concurring"  meant 
that  each  permanent  member  must  be  present  and  must  vote. 
He  thought  that  a  two -thirds  vote  in  paragraph  2  was  exces- 
sive because  It  would  increase  the  requirement  from  seven 
to  eight  votes.  He  suggested  that  the  Canadian  Delegate 
write  out  his  proposal  and  present  It  to  the  sponsoring  gov- 
ernments, and  that  in  the  meantime  the  Committee  go  on  with 
its  voting  on  Section  C,  reserving  Canada's  right  to  bring 
up  its  amendment  If  the  sponsoring  governments  did  not  object 
to  it.  He  added  that  the  point  concerning  the  effect  of 
abstention,  which  had  been  raised  by  the  Delegate  of  El 
Salvador,  was  Important  and  he  suggested  that  the  point  be 
recorded  and  forwarded  to  the  sponsoring  governments  for 
thoir  consideration. 

The  Delegate  of  the  Soviet  Union  thought  that  the  Intro- 
duction of  the  Canadian  proposal  at  this  meeting  would  lead 
to  difficulties*  Now  that  the  Committee  was  on  the  way  to  a 
successful  conclusion  of  Its  tasks,  he  hoped  that  Canada 
would  not  press  its  amendment;  and  that  the  vote  on  para- 
graph 2  would  be  taken. 

The  Canadian  Delegate,  thereupon,  withdrew  his  amendment 
but  urged  that  the  sponsoring  governments  take  the  matter 
under  consideration.  He  also  reserved  the  right  to  bring 
up  his  amendment  at  a  later  Stage  In  the  Conference,  and 
he  declared  that  he  would  support  the  Yalta  formula  with 
great  reluctance. 
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The  Chairman  read  paragraph  2,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
as  follows:  "Dae  lei  one  of  the  Security  Council  on  procedural 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven'  mem- 
ber*.* 

Decision!  Paragraph  2,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
vas  aappted^'jig  arf  Innate  ve  vow  to  i  negative 


4.  Paragraph  ^  Section  £,  Chapter  VI 

The  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands,  noting  the  exposition 
of  the  voting  formula  by  the  Delegate  of  the  United  States 
and  the  statement  by  the  Delegate  of  the  Soviet  Union, 
believed  that  It  vas  now  clear  that  no  modification  In  the 
Yalta  formula  vas  possible.  No  Withstanding,  his  Delega- 
tion found  Itself  In  a  difficult  situation.  It  vas  convinced 
that  Its  peoples  and  Parliaments  vould  never  approve  Its 
support  of  the  imperfect  voting  formula,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  It  did  not  want  to  prevent  the  completion  of  the 
Charter.  Under  the  circumstances  the  Delegation  vould 
abstain  from  voting  oft  paragraph  3  and  an  Section  C  as  a 
whole. 

The  Delegate  of  Noryay  explained  that  If  the  normal 
procedure  had  been  followed  he  vould  have  submitted  an  amend- 
ment changing  the  requirement  from  seven  affirmative  votes 
to  eight.  Then,  If  his  amendment  had  been  rejected  he  vould 
have  accepted  the  decision  and  voted  for  the  paragraph. 
Since  the  Norwegian  amendment  had  not  been  put,  he  saw  no 
alternative  but  to  abstain  from  voting  on  paragraph  3. 

On  a  point  of  order  the  Delegate  of  Nev  Zealand  rose  to 
assert  tbat>,  following  the  precedent  of  the  Canadian  action, 
Morvay  could  not  nov  be  barred  from  moving  Its  amendment. 
The  Chairman  agreed,  but  since  no  one  seconded  the  Norwegian 
amendment,  It  vas  not  further  discussed. 

The  Delegate  of  Peru,  pointing  out  that  one  group  In 
the  Committee  opposed  tho  Yalta  formula,  another  accepted 
It,  and  a  third  group  accepted  It  with  the  understanding 
that  the  Charter  vould  at  some  later  time  bo  amended,  sug- 
gested that  It  vas  logical  for  this  third  group  to  valt  for 
the  report  of  Committee  1/2  concerning  provisions  for  amend- 
ments to  the  Charter.  He  vas  sorry  that  the  motion  to  that 
effect  made  at  the  previous  meeting  had  been  rejected.  It 
vas  his  Impression  that  If  Committee  1/2  decided  to  provide 
for  revision  of  the  Charter  by  the  Assembly,  there  vould  be 
almost  a  unanimous  vote  for  the  Yalta  formula.  Without  know- 
ing the  decision  on  the  amending  process,  he  vould  have  to 
abstain  from  voting. 
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The  Delegate  of  Panama,  stating  that  the  remarks  of  the 
Delegate  of  the  United  States  practically  disposed  of  one  of 
the  bones  of  contention  In  this  Committee,  thought  that  some 
were  still  In  doubt  as  to  what  vould  happen  when  any  of 
the  permanent  members  abstained  from  voting.  Ke  Interpreted 
the  remarks  of  the  Delegate  of  the  United  States  to  mean 
that  In  the  case  of  one  or  more  abstentions  under  the  second 
sentence  of  paragraph  3,  the  affirmative  vote  required  vould 
be  that  of  the  voting  permanent  members  and  of  as  many  non- 
permanent  members  as  might  be  required  to  complete  seven  con- 
curring votes*  He  was  ready  to  move  that  a  declaration  to 
this  effect  be  made  by  the  Committee,  If  he  had  correc.tly 
understood  the  explanation  by  the  Delegate  of  the  United 
States,  he  could  vote  In  favor  of  the  paragraph. 

The  Delegate  of  Bolivia  thought  that  although  the  Com- 
mittee had  considered  paragraph  3  from  a  technical  viewpoint 
It  had  not  sufficiently  considered  It  from  a  juridical  point 
of  view.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  at  some  time  the  proposal 
of  the  Australian  Delegation  vould  be  reconsidered.  Since  It 
was  clear  that  the  four  sponsoring  governments  and  Prance 
could  not  nov  accept  it,  he  could  not  vote  In  favor  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals •  He  vlshed,  moreover,  to  pay  sin- 
cere homage  to  the  valiant  contribution  that  had  been  made 
to  this  Conference  by  the  Australian  Delegation. 

The  Egyptian  Representative  shared  the  views  expressed 
by  the  Delegate  of  Peru.  Re  explained  that  although  there 
had  been  no  reply  to  the  expressed  desire  of  the  smaller* 
powers  concerning  the  revision  of  the  Charter,  he  did  not 
wish  to  put  any  obstacle  in  the  vay  of  the  Committee  at  this 
time i  and  he  vould  abstain  from  voting.  He  reserved,  however, 
the  right  to  change  his  position  when  the  matter  came  before 
the  Commission. 

The  Chairman  read  paragraph  3*  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
as  follows:  "Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven  mem- 
bers Including  the  concurring  votes  of  the  permanent  members; 
provided  that,  In  decisions  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A, 
and  under  the  second  sentence  of  paragraph  1,  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  C,  a  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain  from  voting." 

Decision:  Paragraph 3 >  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
was  adopted  Dy  a  roll -call  vote;  jO  affirmative 
ana  wd  negative  votes;  15  aps  tent  ions;  3  aosenoes. 

Affirmative  votes:  Brazil,  Byelorussian 
S.S.R. ,  Canada,  6hlna,  Cost%  Rica,  Czechoslovakia, 
Denmark,  Dominican  Republic,  Ethiopia,  France, 
Oreece,  Honduras,  India,  Iraq,  Lebanon,  Liberia, 
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Luxembourg,  Klcaragua,  Norway,  Philippine 

Commonwealth,  Syria,  Turkey,  Ukrainian  S.S.R., 
Union  of  South  Africa,  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics,  United  Kingdom,  United 
States,  Uruguay,  Venezuela,  and  Yugoslavia* 
negative  votes;  Colombia  and  Cuba. 
is  Argentina,  Australia, 


Belgium,  Bolivia,  Chile,  Egypt,  El  Salvador, 
Guatemala,  Iran,  Mexico,  Netherlands,  Nev 
Zealand,  Panama,  Paraguay,  and  Peru. 

Absent t  Ecuador,  Haiti,  Saudi  Arabia. 

Decisions  Section  C,  of  Chapter  VI,  vas  adopted 
as  a  vnoie  W  85  tffrirmatlve  tg  2' 

The  meeting  vas  adjourned  at  It  10  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOO.  967  (FRLNOH)  • 

on  International  Organization  jSiiJJ  1945. 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Connca 

Comite  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

COMPTE  RE.NDU  RESUME  DE  LA  VIMQTIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  flalle  823.  1§  15  -1uin  1945  &  10h«40 

La  seance  est  ouverte  par  le  President  a  10h.40 
1.  Procedure  dxj  Oomite  concernant  1ft  flection  fi,  Ghapitra  VT 


,  de  lf  Australia  estlme  que  le  rejet  a  la 

seance  precedente  de  1  *  amend  erne  nt  propose  par  sa  Delegation, 
entraine  manifestement  le  re  Jet  dee  autres  propositions  d!amen- 
dements,  qui  s'ecartent  encore  plus  du  texte  original  ^  II  faut 
faire  exception  pour  lee  textes  relatifs  (1)  au  probleme  de 
I1  abstention,  lore  du  vote  de  l!un  des  membres  permanents  ,du 
Conseil  et  (2)  a  la  recommandation  du  Conseil  &  l!Aeeemblee 
conoernant  la  designation  du  Secretaire  General.  II  suggfcre 
done  que  le  Comite  pourrait  passer  au  vote  sur  le  texte  origi- 
nel  et  il  ajoute  que  la  Delegation  Australienne  s'abstiendra« 

Le  D^legue  des  Etats-Unis  appuie^la  proposition  aue- 
tralienne*  Le  Delegue  de  xla  arece,  appuye  par  le  Delegue  de 
la  Belgique  et  d1  autres  delegues  propose  que  les  paragraphed 
1,  2>et  3  de  la  Section  C,  Chapitre  VI  eoient  mis  aux  voix* 
II  declare  que  la  Delegation  arecque  est  prete  k  retlrer  sea 
trois  amendements. 

Le  Delegue  du  Canada  sans  s^ppoaer  a  la  motion  , 
demande  cependant  qufil  soit  possible  de  disouter  lee  effets 
de  I1  abstention  d'un  membre  permanent  du  Conseil,  qui  ont  fait 
lfobjet  de  lfamendement  present!  par  le  Canada. 

Le  Delegue  du  Salvador  annonoe  que  sfil  avait  pu 
aftsister  a  la  seance  precedent  e,  11  aurait  vote  en  faveur  de 
I'amendement  ^australien*  Au  sujet  de  la  procedure  suivie 
par  le  Comite,  il  fait  observer  que,  si  I1  on  met  aux  voix 
en  premier  lieu  les  propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  oela 
constituerait  un  renversement  de  la  procedure  parlementaire 
habitue  lie.  Cela  provoquerait  de  la  confusion,  oar  de  nombreux 
delegues  seraient  obliges  de  voter  tout  d'abord  contre  le  texte 
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original,  puls  de  voter  sur  les  amendements,  pour  voter 
probableraent  lore  de  la  discussion  finale!  en  faveur  du  texte 
origins 1,  aveo  amendements  a1 11  y  a  lieu. 

Parlant  dds ^ef fete  de  I1 abstention  dvun  des  membree 
permanent s,  le  Hel^gue  du  Salvador  rep&te  une  question  pos£e 
preoedemment  e.ux  gouvernements  Invitants,  &  savoir,  si  I1 abs- 
tention eerait  conslderee  comme  une  fapon  d'exercer  le  drolt 
de  veto*  Tant  que  la  question  rest era  sans  reponso,  11  ne 
sera  pas  en  me  sure  do  decider  s!il  va,  ou  ne  va  pas  proposer 
d ^ amende me nt  specif ique  a  oe  sujet  et,  &  son  avis,  les  autres 
delegations  ee  trouvent  dans  la  mdme  situation  que  lui« 

Le  President  reltere  la  motion  demandant  la  mise 
aux  volx  de  la  Seotion  C,  Chapitre  VI,  de  fapon  &  ne  pas 
exolure  la  discussion  du  probleme  de  1* abstention.  La  motion 
ost  alors  mise  aux  volx* 

Decision:  !£  motion  get  votee  par  53  volx  oontre  0. 

2.  Paragraphe  i,  flection  £,  Ghapitre  £L 

+ 

Lecture  est^donnee  du  texte  du  paragraphe  1|  Seotion  0, 
Chapitre  VI,  et  les  Delegues  de  I'Australie,  de  lf£gypte  et  de 
I1 Argentine  annoncent  quells  8(abstlendront  de  voter • 

Le  Delegue  des  Etats-Unls  exhorte  le  Comlte  &  adopter 
le  texte  aussl  unanimemont  que  possible *  A  oe  propos,  11 
explique  de  la  fa9on  suivante  Comment  le  veto  fonotlonnerait 
relatlvcment  aux  methodes  de  reglement  paclfique  des  differ ends. 

,    81  un  membre  permanent  du  Consell  est  par tie  It  un 
dlfferend,  son  abstention  forcee  signlflerait  quo  les  quatre 
autres  membres  permanents  et  trols  des  membre s  non-permanent s 
pourraient  prendre  une  decision  oomportant  un  Jugement^sur 
"le  bien  fonde  ou  le  mal  fonde  du  diff^rend.11  Cette  decision 
pourrait  comporter  des  recommandatlons  sur  les  termes  du  rdgle- 
ment«  par  consequent,  "II  n'y  a  pas  d1 exception  aux  Jugemente 
du  tribunal  du  mondew« 

Lorsqu'aucun^membre  permanent  n!est  par tie  k  un 
differ end,  le  reoours  a  tous  lee  moye^is  de  reglement  paclfique 
est  permis  quand  toue  les  moyene  de  reglement  paclflque  ont 
echoue,  les  parties  sont  obligees  de  porter  I1 affaire  devant 
le  Gone ell.  Le  dro^t  de  veto  ne  s'appliquerait  nl  a  la  dis- 
cussion du  cas,  nl  a  une  invitation  aux  autres  nations  inte- 
reeseee  a  partlciper  &  la  discussion.  Peut-6tre  une  solution 
pourrait-elle  sortir  dee  discussions  sans  quvil  y  ait  besoin 
de  prendre  une  decision. 
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Le  Delegue  4*0  Eta^a-imie  compare, I1  application  du 
droit  de  veto  &  la  neoeaaite  do  I'unanimite  das  Jurea  dana  un 
prooes  orlminel.  La  regie  da  lfunanimite  aidera  fe  aaaurar 
1 Acceptation  dee  reoommandatlons  faitea  an  vue  d'un  reglement 
paoifique.  pulsque  oaa  rooommandatlons  soront  appuyees  de  tout 
le  poida  dee  nations  du  monde* 

^   Pour  oe  qui  eat  da  I'exaroioe-du  droit  do  veto  dans 
lea  deoiaiona  ordonnant  dea  sanctions,  oela  aignifie  que,  ai 
une  grande  puiasanoe  devient  llagresaeurl  le  Oonaeil  n!a  auoun 
pouvqir  d'omp^cher  la  guerre •  In  parell  oaa,  le  droit  naturel 
de  legit iqe  defenae  devient  applicable  et  lee  nations  du  monde 
devront  decider  si,  oui  ou  non,  elles  entreront  en  guerre* 

II  oonolut  en  exprimant  I1 avis  que,  bion  que  le  pro Jet 
de  Oharte  ne  soit  pas  parfait  et  qu1!!  doive  dtro  difficile  a 
mettre  en  pratique!  il  eet  auaei  bon,  ,ou  meilleur,  que  n'lmporte 
quel  autre  syeteme  que  l!on  pourrait  e laborer. 


Le  Delegue  de  1'Australie ^declare  qu'il  ne  desire  pas 
rouvrlr  le  d6bat  de  la  seance  precedent e,  ma is  equligne  que  des 
ses  debute,  une  conciliation  pourrait  dtre  arrdtee  par  un  veto, 
Ceci  tendrait  a  soustraire  les  matierea  susceptibles  drun  regle- 
ment paolfique/  &  la  Competence  du  Oonaeil  de  Securite  et  $ondui- 
rait^par  consequent  a  la  meme  situation  qui  avait  oxiste  a  la 
Sooiete  des  Nations.  On  ne  devrait  pas  demonder  aux  partisans 
de  ltamendement  australien  de  voter  affirmativement  sur  la  formu- 
le  de  Yalta.  Le  mieux,  pour  lul,  eet  de  s'abstenir  de  voter 
BUT  ^a  Section  0,  Chapitre  VI.  Tel  eet  le  parti  que  prendra 
la  Delegation  Auc trail enne. 

Le  Represent ant  du  Mexique  explique  que  sa  delegation 
ne  pout  approuver  la  formule  en  discussion,  pulsqu'elle  donne 
un  droit  de  veto  aux  membree  permanent e  du  Oonaeil  sur  les 
questions  relatives  au  reglement  pacifique  traitees  dana  las 
Sections  A  et  0  du  Chapitre  VIII.  La  Delegation  mexlaaina 
s'abstiendra  oependant  de  voter  sur  la  Section  C,  Chapitre  VI, 
'oar, ,a  son  avis,  I1 interpretation  de  la  formule  en  question, 
donnee  dans  la  declaration  des  quatre  gouvernements  invitants 
et  de  la  France,  est  le  maximum  de  ce  qui  peut  |tre  obtenu  po\ur 
I1 instant,  et  que  la  delegation  du  ttexlque  ne  desire  pas  faire 
de  I1 obstruction  a  I1 adoption  de  la  Oharte.  Le  Delegue  mexloaln 
espere  qu1 il  sera  possible  de  changer  oette  attitude,  aoit  lore 
de  la  reunion  de  la  Commission,  aoit  en  seance  plenlere*  Oe 
ohangemant  serait  facilite  si  les  delegues  dea  gouvornementa 
invitants  et  la  France  promet talent  de  ne  pas  exeroer  le  droit 
de  veto  dans  les  oas  de  rfcglement  paoifique,  aauf  dana  dea 
olrconatanoes  exoegtionnelles,  et  si,  sur tout,  ,on  pouvait  adopter 
une  procedure  de  revision  qui  permettrait  da  reallaer  les  ideea 
exprlmees  par  la  President  Roosevelt,  lorsqu1!!  diaait  qua  la 
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Chorte  no  davrait  pas,dtre  statlque  et  Invariable,  male  sus- 
ceptible d'fttre  adagtoe  aux  ohangements  do  oiroonstanooa  ot 
au  progr&s  social,  eoonomlque  ot  polit^que* 

,   ,   Un  Repr^eentant  do  la  Bolgiquo  lit  une  defloration 
prepare©  par  le  Dologuo  beige  ot  propooant  qu(un  vote  a  mains 
levees  ait  liou  sur  ohaquo  paragrapho  de  la  Section  0,  Chapitre 
VI |  ot  qu'ensuite  la  Section  tout  entibre  eoit  mise  aux  volx 
pqr  appel  nominal.  Cette  fqpon  de  proceder  repondra  a  la  sin- 
cerite  dos  membree  du  Oomite  ot  a  la  clarte  de  la  discussion* 

Le  president  met  aux  voix  le  paragraphs  1.  Section  Qy 
Chapltre^VI,  ainsi  conpu:  "Chaque  mombre  du  Conseil  de  Seourite 
a  droit  a  une  voix*" 

Decision*      Le  PftHtfrflPhfl  JLi   §eotion  £,   fflfflflltr?  VI 
ewt  adopts  a  I'upanimlte  par  33  voix. 

3t     Paragrjipfre  £,  flection  iQ.   Chaoitro  yi  ?t  Pro^ets  4fAfflPn^9fflgntg 
proposes  par  la  D6l6ffation  oanadienne. 

Ayant  dccltrJ  qu'll  n'r.  pro  eu  la  possibility  Jusau'lcl 
de  prendre  la  pare  a  sur  dos  quest  ions  xde  details,  ^o  D^legue 
du  Canada  obtlont  1'autorisation  du  president  de  presenter  los 
omendements  sulvants  aux  paragrapho s  2  et  3: 

*  La  redaction  du  paragraphs  2,  Section  C,  ,Chapitre  VI 
devrait  dtre  modlflee  oomme  suit:  'Las  Decisions 
du  Conseil  do  S^curlto  relatives  a  dos  questions 
do  procedure,  no  sont  acqulses  que  si  elles  re- 
cueillent  au  molns  les  doux-tlors  dos  volx  des 
membros  presents  et  votant.1 

11  La  premiere  partie  du  paragraphe  3  devrait  etro 
amondeo ^oomme  suit:  'Les  Decisions  du  Conseil  do 
Soourlte  sur  toutes  les  autres  questions  doivent 
reoueillir  au  molns  les  deux-tiors  doe  volx  des 
membres  prls^nts  et  votant  y  comprls  toutes  les 
volx  des  membres  permanents  presents  ot  votant.1  * 

Le  Dellgue  du  Canada  oxplique  quo  la  formulo  de  Yalta 
exigoant  uno  majorite  do  7/voix  sur  les  11  voix  du  Conseil, 
I1 absence  ou  I1 abstention  equivalent  a  un  voto  "centre"  et 
ai^gmontent  par  consequent!  beaucoup  les  risque a  dfun  voto  sans 
resultat.  L1 experience  du  Gonseil  de  la  Sooletl  des  Nations! 
de  la  prosonte  qonferenoe  et  d1 autres  conferences  ititornatio- 
nciles  recent os f  a  montre  la  rSalito  de  oe  danger.  On  a  otudle 
aveo  uno  parti culler e  attention  les  effets  d'un  vote  negatif 
emis  par  un  membre  permanent  du  Conseil,  mais  en  pratique  11 
ost  a  presumer  qufun  membre 'permanent  qul  se  trouverait  falre 
partio  dfuno  mindrlt^  faible  s'abstlendrait  de  voter.  Les 
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mombres  non^permanente  pourraient  do  la  mdme  manibre  entraver 
l!effioacite  de  lf  action  du  Conseil.  Lf  amendement  oanadien 
no  mocjiflo  pas  la  portee  esaantlelle  de  la  procedure  de  vote; 
11  prevolt  seulement  qu'au  Conseil  I1  absence  n'equivaudra 
pas  &  un  rote  H  centre*.  Le  Del6gu£  du  Canada  montre  qujaux 
tonnes  du  texte  de  Yalta,  on  ne  peut  Jama  is  s  avoir  eveo 
certitude  combien  do  membres  du  Oonseil  seront  en  me  euro  de 
votor  sur  une  question  touchant  un  ou  plusleurs  de  see  mem- 
bres. On  peut  Imaginer  dos  oas  dans  lesquels  les  cinq 
membres  serai  en  t  tous  parties  au  differ  end.  La  majorite  de 
7  voix,  ne  pour  rait  alors  Otre  attelnte*  Le  Delegue  du 
Canada  conolut  en  exprimant  1'espoir  que  la  It'g&re  modifica- 
tion de  la  formule  de  Yalta  qufil  propose  ne  rencontrera 
pas  d1  opposition  de  la  part  des  gouvernemente  invitonte. 

Le  D^l^gue  de  la  Nouvelle-Ze'lande  estime  que  le  texte 
de  Yalta  etait  un  peu  plus  liberal  en  oe  qul  ooncerne  le 
paragraphe  2,  que  1'amendement  canadien.  II  eugg&re  cepen- 
dant  que  I1  on  examine  le  mot  "concurring"  dans  le  paragraphe 
3  et  que  I1  on  determine  oe  qul  arrivera  dans  le  oas  de  I1  ab- 
sence d'un  membre  permanent  • 

Selon  le  Del£gu£  de  I1  Australia,  le  mot  "concurring"  1m- 
pllquo  que  tous  los  meubree  permanonts  doivent  etre  presents 
et  participer  au  vote.  II  estime  que  la  majorite  des  deux 
tiers  prevue  au  paragraphe,  2  est  excessive,  car  ell©  entratne 
la  necessity  d'une  majorite  non  pas  de  7,  ma  is  ^de  8  voix* 
II  euggere  que  le  Delegue  oanadien  redige  par  ecrit  son 
amendment  et  le  presente  aux  gouvernements  invltants;  le 
Comlte  oontinuera  &  voter  sur  la  Section  C,  tout  en  reser~ 
vant  le  droit  du  Canada  de  reprendre  son  amendement  si  les 
gouvernements  Invitants  n'y  voient  pas  d1  objection.  II 
ajoute  que  la  remarque  soulevee  par  le  Delegue  de  San  Salvador 
relative  aux  effets  de  I1  abstention  est  tr&s  import  ante. 
II  propose  que  oette  remarque  soit  relevee  et  renvoyee  aux 
gouvernements  Invitants  afln  de  determiner  oe  qu'ils  pourront 
faire  a  oe  sujet. 


Le  Delegue  de  la  Russle  Sovietlque  estime  que  la 
sentation  de  I1  amendement  oanadien  au  oours  de  la  presente 
seance  du  Comlte  menera  a  des  diffioultee.  Au  moment  oJl 
le  Comlte  est  sur  le  point  de  terminer  aveo  suooes  ea  t&che, 
il  e  spire  que  le  Canada  nf  Insist  era  pas  sur  son  amendement 
et  que  le  paragraphe  2  sera  vot£» 

Le  Delegue  oanadien  retire  alors  son  amendement  male 
insists  aupres  des  gouvernements  invltants  pour  quflls  exa- 
mlnent  la  question.  II  se  reserve  £galement  le  droit  de  pre- 
senter oet  amendement  plus  tard  et  declare  qu'il  appuiera 
la  formule  de  Yalta,  male  &  regret* 
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Le  president  donne  lecture  du,texte  suivant  du  paragraphe 
2j  Section  Ct  Chapitre  VI:  "Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Se- 
curite  en  matiere  de  procedure  doivent  6tre  prises  &  la  ma- 
Jorite  de  7  volXt" 


Decision!  I^  paragraphe  £  &&  i§  Section  £  dig 
Chanltre  VI  eat  adopt  e  par  30  voix  contre  une* 

4.   Paragraphs  £,  Section  £,  Ghapitre  ]£ 

Le  Delegue  des  Paya-Bas,  prenant  note  de  la  declaration 
explicative  du  Delegue  des  IState-Unis  ear  la  formule  de  vote 
et  de  la  declaration  du  Delegue  de  I1  Union  Sovietique,  eat 
d'avis  qufll  est  clair  desormais  qufaucune  modification  ne 
pourrait  fetre  apportee  &  la  formule  de  Yalta.  En  depit 
de  oe  fait,  la  Delegation  des  Pays-Bas  se  trouve  dans  one 
situation  difficile*  Elle  est  oonvaincue  que  ses  peuples  et 
ses  Parlements  n'appuieralent  Jama  la  la  procedure  du  vote 
qul  est  imparfalte,  mala,  d'autre  part,  elle  ne  veut  pas 
empfioher  1'achevement  de  la  Chart  e.  Dans  ces  circonstances, 
la  Delegation  s'abstlendrait  de  prendre  part  au  vote  sur  le 
paragraphe  3  et  sur  I1  ensemble  de  la  Section  C. 

Le  Dellgu^  de  la  Norv&ge  expllque  que  si  on  avalt  suivi 
une  procedure  normals,  11  auralt  soumis  un  amendement  stlpu- 
lant  une  ma  Jorite  ^de  huit  voix  au  lieu  de  sept.  Pule,  a},  son 
amendement  avalt  ete  rejete,  11  aurait  accept^  cette  decision 
et  vote  en  faveur  du  paragraphe.  Lf  amendement  norveglen 
n'ayant  pas  ete  propoa^,  11  ne  lui  reste  plus  qu!St  s'abstenir 
de  voter  sur  le  paragraphe  3. 

^   Prenant  la  parole  sur  une  question  de  procedure,  le 
Delegue  dexla  Nouvelle-Zelande  afflrme  qu'a  la  suite  du 
precedent  e  tab  11  par  ^1!  action  canadienne,  la  Norvege  ne   ^ 
peut  pas  6tre  erap^chee  de  presenter  son  amendement*  Le  Pre- 
sident approuve,  mala  personne  n'appuyant  1  <  amendement  nor- 
veglen,  11  n'est  pas  examln^  plus  avant. 

Le  Delegue  du  Perou,  remarque  qu'un  groups  de  membre« 
du  Comite  e'eat  oppose  &  la  formule  de  Yalta,  qu'un  autre 
I1  a  accept  ee,et  qu'un  troisi^me  Croupe  I1  a  accept  ee  sous  re- 
serve  dfun  amendement  ulterieur  a  la  Charte;  11  estime  qu'll 
est  lo^laue  que  ce  trolsi^me  groupe  attende  le  rapport  du 
Oomitp  1/2  traitant  des  dispositions  relatives  aux  amende- 
ments  &.  la  Charte.  II  regrette  que  la  proposition  formulee 
dan^  ce  sens  au  coupe  de  la  seance  precedent  e,  alt  ete  re- 
Jetee.  II  a  I1  impression  que  si  le  Comite  1/2  decide  de 
prevolr  une  revision  de  la  Charte  par  I'Aaaemblee.  la  for- 
mule de  Yalta  re9ueillera  presque  1'unanlmite.  8(il  ne 
connalt  pas  la  decision  prise  sur  la  procedure  d1  amendement  $ 
11  devra  s'abstenlr  au  vote. 
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Le  Delegue  du  Panama  dit  que  lea  declarations  du 
Del£gu£  des  Etats-Unis  ^  car  tent  gratlquement  lfun  de0  points 
epineux  des  discussions  du  Comlte;  11  pense  qufll  y  a  en- 
core des  personnes  qul  ont  un  doute  BUT  oe  qul  arriverait  si 
un  des  membres  permanent  s  e!abstenait  dejprendre  part  au  vote. 
II  interprete  las  declarations  du  Delegue  des  Etats-Unis 
comme  signlfiant  que  dans  ie  oas  d!une  ou  de  plusleurs  absten- 
tions, aux  termes  de  la  deuxifeme  phrase  du  paragraphe  3,  les 
voix  nlcessaires  seraient  celles  des  membres  permanents  vo- 
tants  et  d!autant  de  membres  non-permanent  s  qu'il  en  faudra 
pour  arriver  au  total  de  sept  voix.  II  est  dlsposj  &  proposer 
qu'une  declaration  a  cet  effet  soit  faite  par  le  Comlte. 
S1!!  a  saisi  exactement  I1  explication  donnee  par  le  Delegue 
des  Etats-Unis,  11  est  en  situation  de  voter  en  faveur  du 
paragraphe  • 

^e  Delegue  de  la  Bollvie  estime  que,  si  le  Comite  a 
etudie  le  paragraphe  3,au  point  de  vue  technique,  11  ne  I1  a 
pas  suf  f  isamment  etudie  au  point  de  vue  Jurldique.  ^  II  es- 
pfere,  par  consequent,  xque  la  proposition  de  la  Delegation 
australlenne  sera  ulterleurement  remise  &  I1  etude*  Puisqu'll 
est  clalr  que  les  quatre  gouvernements  in  vl  tants  et  la  France 
ne  peuvent  pas  I1  accepter  aotuellement,  11  ne  peut  voter  en 
faveur  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks.  II  desire,  en  ou- 
tre, rendre  Un  sincere  hominage  &  I'excellente  contribution 
apportee  &  la  presente  Conference  par  la  Delegation  austra- 
llenne* 

Le  Qepresentant  egyptlen  se  rallie  a  I1  opinion  exprim^e 
par  le  Delegue  du  Ferou.  II  explique  que  quoiqu1!!  nfy  alt 
pas  eu  de  reponse  au  desir  exprime  par  les  petites  puissances 
en  oe  qui  cone  erne  la  revision  de  la  Chart  e,  11  ne  veut  pas 
compllquer  actuellement  la  tftche  du  Comite,  et  que,  par  con- 
sequent, 11  s'abstiendra  de  prendre  part  au  vote.  II  se  re- 
serve, toutefois,  le  droit  de  modifier  son  attitude  lorsque  la 
Commission  sera  salsle  de  la  question. 

Le  President  donne  lecture  du  texte  ^suivant  du  paragraphe 
3  de  la  Section  0  du  Chapltre  VI:  "Les  decisions  du  Consell 
de  s£ourlte  sur  toutes  les  autres  questions  devraient  fetre 
prises  a  la  majorlte  de  sopt  voix  dont  celles  des  membres 
permanents,  sous  cette  reserve  que,  pour  les  decisions  visees 
nu  Chf^ltre  VIII,  Section  A,  et  dans  la  deuxifeme  phrase  du 
paragraphe  1  du  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C,  une  partie  &  un 
dlfferend  devralt  sfabstenir  de  voter11. 

Decision:  Le  parafraphe  3,  4e  3fi  Section  £, 
dU  Chapitre  yj!  est.  ajdppt^  EOT  5Q  voly  "contre 

abstentions  et  S  Absents,  avep'appel 


nominal  ^ 
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Ont  vot<  pour:  lea  repr^sentants  dee  pays  sulvants; 
Bresil,  R.S.3*  Belorusse,  Canada,  Chine!  Costa-Rica, 
Toh£ooslovaquie,Daneaark!  Rlpubllque  Domlnlcaine, 
Ethiopia  i  France  i  Or  ice,  Honduras!  Inde,  Irak,  Liban, 
Liberia!  Luxembourg!  Nicaragua,  Norv&ge,  Commonwealth 
des  Phllllppines  !  Syrle,  Turqule,  R.S*S,  Ukralnlenne, 
Union  Sud-Afrloaine,  Union  des  Republlques  Soviet  Iques 
Socialist  es,  Royaume-Unl,  Etats-Unle,  Uruguay,  Venezuela 
et  Yougoslavle. 

Ont  vot^  contre  :  la  Oolombie  et  Cuba 

Abstentions  ;  Argentine,  Australie,  Belglque, 
Bollvle,  Chill,  Egypt  e,  San  Salvador!  Guatemala, 
Iran,  Mexlque,  Pays-Bas9  Nouvelle-Zelande,  Panama, 
Paraguay  et  P6rou. 

Absents;  les  repr^sentants  des  pays  sulvants: 
Equateur,  Haiti,  Arable  filoudlte. 


Section  £,  du  Chapitre 
adopteg  flan  ^  son  eneemble  par  25  voix  oontre 

La  seance  est  levee  &  13h.lO« 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  DOC,  1079  (ENGLISH) 

III/1A8  (a) 
June  18,  1945 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1    Structure  and  Procedures 

ADDENDUM  TO 
SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  TWENTIETH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 

JTJHE  13,    1945 
Doc.   96?  (English),   III/1/48 


The  Delegate  of  Argentina  has  requested  that  his  state- 
ment at  the  twentieth  meeting,  concerning  Chapter  VI,  Sec- 
tion C,  be  inserted  in  the  Summary  Report  (under  subheading 
2,  P<&e'2)  as  foil' -we: 

11 1  stated  yesterday  that  Argentina,  for  the  reasons 
I  put  forward  and  in  a  spirit  of  cooperation,  would  not 
oppose  the  original  text.  In  that  spirit,  Argentina  last 
night  abstained  from  voting  the  Australian  amendment.  Con- 
sistent with  that  she  now  abstains  from  voting  the  original 
tpxt." 
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on  International  Organization  RESTRICTED 

0  Doo.1079  (PRBHCH) 

III/1/48  (a) 
Juno  18,  1945 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Conm-il 


Conlto  1  Organisation  et  Procedures 

ADDENDUM  AU 

COMPTE-RENDU  RESUME  DE  LA  VINQTIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l,  US 

13  JUIN  19^5  (Doc. 967  (French),  III/1/48 

Lo  Dolegue  do  I1 Argentine  a  denande  quo  sa  declaration 
faite  a  la  vingtieme  seance,  concernant  le  Chapitre  VI, 
Section  C*  soit  inseree  dans  le  Compte-rondu  Resume  au  sous* 
titre  2,  page  2: 

"Jfai  dit  hicr  que  lf Argentine,  pour  les  raisons  quo  j'ai 
fait  valoir  ot  par  esprit  dc  cooperation,  ne  s'opposerait 
pas  au  texto  original.  Dans  oes  dispositions  d1 esprit, 
lf Argentine  3fo8t  abstenue  hior  soir  de  voter  sur  lfamcndement 
australicn.  En  harmonie  avoc  cottc  abstention,  cllo  s'abstlent 
niaintenant  do  voter  sur  le  toxto  original." 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  Ill/i/4a~ 

June  18,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1    Structure  and  Procedures 


OQRRIOENDUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  TWENTIETH  MEETING 
OP  COMMITTEE  III/l.  JUNE  13,  1945 

(Doc.  967  (English)  IH/1/48) 
(At  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  Mexloo) 

Delete  the  last  paragraph  on  page  3  and  the  first  line 
on  page  4,  and  substitute  the  following: 

"The  Mexican  Representative  read  a  statement  as  follows: 

"The  Delegation  of  Mexloo,  after  careful  study  of  the 
voting  formula  for  the  Security  Council  Included  in  Seotlon 
C  of  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as  well  as 
of  the  Joint  statement  of  the  Four  Sponsoring  Powers  of  the 
United  Nations  Conference  on  International  Organization 
Issued  on  June  7.  has  reached  the  conclusion  that  in  a 
technical  Committee  which,  as  such,  must  examine  questions 
submitted  to  It  principally  from  a  Juridical  point  of  view, 
it  is  impossible  for  It  to  accept  the  responsibility  of  voting 
in  favor  of  the  formula  in  question,  In  so  far  as  It  refers 
to  the  veto  there  granted  to  the  permanent  members  of  the 
Security  Council  for  nearly  all  questions  relating  to  peace- 
ful settlements  of  international  controversies,  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Chapter  VIII. 

•Consequently,  the  Delegation  of  Mexioo,  taking  into 
consideration  the  reasons  set  forth  by  the  Delegates  of  the 
Four  Sponsoring  Powers  and  France  to  the  effeot  that  Seotlon 
C  of  Chapter  VI  and  Its  interpretation  contained  In  the  afore- 
mentioned Joint  statement  represent,  for  the  time  being,  the 
maximum  of  common  agreement  possible  among  the  fi.ve  States 
in  question,  so  that  If  it  Is  not  aooepted  It  will  be  Impos- 
sible, as  they  say,  to  adopt  the  Charter  creating  the  General 
International  Organisation  destined  to  guarantee  International 
peaoe  and  security  within  a  system  of  law  and  Justice,  has 
deoided  to  abstain  from  voting  on  the  said  Seotlon  C  of 
Chapter  VI. 

6047  -1- 


531 

II  The  Delegation  of  Mexico  entertains  the  hope  that  it 
may  be  possible  for  it  to  change  its  attitude  subsequently, 
either  in  Commission  or  in  a  plenary  session  of  the  Confer- 
ence, if  the  Delegations  which  represent  the  States  holding 
permanent  seats  on  the  Security  Council  formally  reaffirm 
the  assurances  which  they  have  offered  before  the  Committee 
in  stating  that  they  will  resort  to  the  veto,  in  so  far  as 

it  concerns  peaceful  settlements,  only  in  entirely  exceptional 
circumstances;  and  if,  above  all,  they  consent  to  Incorporat- 
ing in  the  Charter  a  procedure  which  may  permit,  within  a 
reasonable  term,  its  revision  so  as  to  permit  the  material- 
ization of  the  ideas  expressed  by  President  Roosevelt  in 
the  speech  which  he  made  on  October  12,  1944.  three  days 
after  the  text  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  had  been 
made  public,  when  he  stated  that: 

III  Just  like  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  the 
Charter  of  the  United  Nations  must  not  be  static  or  unchange- 
able, but  must  be  adapted  to  the  changing  conditions  of 
progress — social,  economic  and  political — throughout  the 
world1". 
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I"  •,  I  V  .•    /^   /•  Doo«  iO8^  (FRENCH) 

(  nitcd  Rations  (,onj<'r<>nce          iliA/48  (1) 
on  International  Organization          June  18» 


COMMISSION   III         Swi,rily  Coum-M 

Comltrf  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

CORRIGENDUM  AU  COMPTE  RENTKJ  RE  BUI  3?  DE  LA  VINMIEIT  SEANCE 

DU  COMITE  III/l.  15  JUIN  1945 
(Poo,  967  (Anglais)  III/1/46) 
(A  la  de  ande  du  deiegue  du  1'exique) 


Supprii?er  le  dernier  paragraphs  de  la  page  3  et  les  trois 
premieres  lignes  de  la  page  4,  et  les  rexnplacer  par  oe  qul 
suit: 

MLe  deiegue  du  Kexique  lit  la  declaration  suivante: 

"Apr&s  un  exanen  attentif  de  la  formule  de  vote  pour  le 
C^nseil  de  Srfcuritrf,  expos^e  au  Chapitre  VI  de  la  Section  C  . 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  et  de  la  declaration 
commune  formulae  le  7  Juin  par  les  quatre  puissances  invl- 
tantes  k  la  Conference  des  Nations  Unies,  la  Delegation  du 
Mexique  est  eo*rivee  &  la  conclusion  qu'll  est  impossible  & 
un  Oomite  Technique  qul,  en  oette  oapacite,  dolt  examiner 
prlnclpalement  au  point  de  vue  Juridique  les  questions  qui 
lul  sont  soumisesi  d1  accepter  la  responsablllte  de  voter  en 
faveur  de  la  formule  en  question  dans  la  me  sure  oti  elle  se 
rapporte  au  veto  acoordd"  aux  membree  permanents  du  Conseil 
de  securlte  sur  presque  toutes  les  questions  traltant  du 
rfeglement  paoifique  des  dlfferends  intornationauac,  conform^- 
ment  aux  clauses  du  Chapitre  VIII  des  sections  A  et  C, 

Par  consequent,  la  Delegation  du  Mexiaue  prend  en  consi- 
deration les  ralsons  formuieas  par  les  dtfleguea  des  quatro 
puissances  invitantes  et  do  la  France,  stipulant  quo  le  Cha- 
pitre VI  de  la  section  C  et  see  interpretations  comprises 
dans  la  declaration  commune  raentionntfe  cl-deesus,  represen- 
tent,  pour  Id  moment,  le  maximum  d'un  accord  oommun  possible 
k  reallser  ontre  les  cinq  Etats  en  question,  de  sorte  que 
s'ils  ne  sont  pas  acceptes,  11  leur  sera  impossible  d1  adopter 
la  Charts  oreant  une  Organisation  oenerale  Internationale 
destinee  &  garantir  la  palx  et  la  securlte  Internationales 
par  un  systfeme  de  loi  et  de  justice;  elle  decide  done  de 
s'abstenir  de  voter  sur  oette  section  C  du  Chapitre  VI. 
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HLa  dctt^gation  du  Mexique  espfere  qu'il  lul  sera  possible 
de  modifier  eon  attitude  par  la  suite,   solt  dans  une  Commis- 
slon,solt  tune  Stance 'Pl^nifere  de  la  Conference,   si  les  d£l£- 
gations  r^pr^sentsnt  les  Etats  qui  ont  des  sifeges  permanents 
au  sein  du  Coneeil  de  8^curit£,   rdaffirrnont  forrellerent  les 
assurances  formulas  dev^nt  le  Comitd,   h  r^ison  qu'elles 
auraient  recours  au  veto  dans  la  me  sure  ofo  il  se  Vapporte  aux 
rfeglements  pacifiques,   et  dans  des  clrconstpnces  tout  6,  fait 
except ionnelles;   et  si,    surtout,   elles  consentont  &  incorporer 
dans  la  Charte  une  procedure  qul  permettrait  de  la  reviser  dans 
des  deflais  raisonnables,   pfln  do  pern-ettre  la  realisation  des 
id^es  exprim^es  p^r  le  President  Roosevolt  RU  cours  de   son  allo- 
cution faite  le  12  octobre  1944,    trois  Jours  Bprfes  la  publica- 
tion du  texte  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks: 

flTTout  comrae  la  constitution  des  Etats-Unie" ,   disf5it-ll, 
"la  Charte  des  Nations  Unies  ne  doit  PPS  gtre   statique   ou 
inchsngeable,   mais  elle  doit  6tre  adapt^e  aux  conditions  chan- 
geantes  du  progrfes  mondial  dans  les  domains  a   social,   c?conomlque 
et  politique". 
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Thf  I'nitcd  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organisation  RESTRICTED 

Doc.  1105  (ENGLISH 
III/1/48  (2) 
June  20,  1945 

COMMISSION   HI        Security  Counril 

Committee  1     Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRISENDUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  'I'WBHTIETH  MEETING  OP 


COMMITTEE  Ill/If  June 

(Doc.  96?  (English),  III/1/48) 

(At  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  Canada) 

1.  Page  4,  item  3,  paragraph  1,  last  line:  Add  after  the 
words  "at  this  point11  the  following  words:   "in  substitution  for 
the  Canadian  amendment  to  the  same  general  effect  which  had  been 
introduced  at  the  beginning  of  th9  Conference11. 

2.  Delete  the  paragraph  at  tne  bottom  of  page  4  and  the  top 
of  page  5  and  substitute  the  following: 

"The  Canadian  Delegate  explained  that  since  the 
Yalta  formula  required  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven 
out  of  the  eleven  members  of  the  Council  absence  or 
abstention  would  be  equivalent  to  a  negative  vote  and 
the  chances  of  a  deadlock  would  thus  be  greatly  in- 
creased. The  frequency  with  which  abstention  from 
voting  was  likely  to  take  place  had  been  amply 
demonstrated  both  in  the  Council  of  the  League  of 
Nations  and  at  this  and  other  recent  international 
conferences.  During  the  discussions  in  the  Com- 
mittee much  attention  had  been  paid  to  the  prospect 
that  a  permanent  member  of  the  Council  would  exer- 
cise a  veto  power  through  casting  a  negative  vote, 
but  It  was  more  likely  in  practice  that  a  permanent 
member  who  found  himself  in  a  very  small  mirorlty 
would  merely  abstain  from  voting.  It  was  easy  to 
imagine  situations  In  which  both  permanent  and  non- 
perraanent  members  of  the  Council,  while  not  anxious 
tp  impede  effective  action  by  the  Council,  would  for 
good  reasons  not  feel  able  to  cast  a  positive  vote 
for  such  action  and  would  prefer  to  abstain. 


Rlfift 


"The  Canadian  amendment  did  not  touch  the  fun- 

I  formula,  sine 
om  voting  or 
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damental  issues  raised  by  the 'voting  formula,  since 
it  merely  provided  that  abstention  fr 
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absence  from  the  Council  when  a  vote  was  cast  vould  not 

be  equivalent  In  effect  to  a  negative  vote.  Under  the 
Yalta  formula  one  could  never  be  sure  how  many  members 
of  the  Council  would  In  fact  be  able  to  vote  on  any  dis- 
pute which  might  come  before  the  Council  for  pacific 
settlement,  since  this  would  depend  on  vhether  one  or 
more  members  of  the  Council  were  Involved  In  the  dispute. 
To  take  action  under  Section  VIII,  A,  might  require  not 
seven  out  of  eleven  affirmative  votes  but  seven  out  of 
some  smaller  number.  Indeed  situations  might  occur  in 
which  tho  Council  might  not  be  able  to  tako  any  action 
at  all.  This  would  happen  if  five  members  of  the  Coun- 
cil were  parties  to  a  dispute  such  as  might  arise  out 
of  some  multilateral  treaty  such  as  the  Act  of  Algec.tr as* 
To  meet  these  difficulties  3t  was  desirable  to  substi- 
tute for  a  fixed  number  of  votes  a  proportion  of  the 
votes  cast,  and  that  was  the  sole  object  of  the  Canadian 
amendment.  The  proportion  of  two-thirds  was  the  nearest 
workable  figure  to  the  proposal  before  the  Committee 
whereby  seven  affirmative  votes  would  be  required  out 
of  a  maximum  of  eleven. 

"The  Canadian  Delegate  concluded  by  expressing 
the  hope  that  this  slight  deviation  from  the  Yalta 
formula  might  not  meet  with  the  opposition  of  the 
sponsoring  governments.  If  such  a  chango  were  not 
made  now  he  thought  that  practical  reasons  would  soon 
lead  to  a  demand  for  the  amendment  of  the  Charter  in 
this  respect." 
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536  RESTRICTED 

7V  I  m/c,/  .\ulinns  Cnnfwnw  JIlA/48 

on    luit'nuitioiuil  Organization  June  20,  1945 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

ait£  1   Organisation  et  Procedure.          ^ 


OORRI&EIIDUM  AU  COMPJE-REHDU  ,  RESUME  DE  LA  VIl'QTIKg  3FANOE 
DU  OPHITE  III  1.  LE  13  JUIK  1945 

(Doc.  967  (French),  III/1/48) 
(Etabli  a  la  denande  du  D^le^u^  du  Canada) 


1.  Page  4,  alinea  3,  premier  paragraphe,  dernifere  llgne: 
AJouter,  h  la  suite  de  nrux  parr.gr  r.phe  s  2  et  5'1  ,  les  mots  ^ 
suivants:  "remplacant  I'amendenent  Canadien  qul  avr.lt  la  aeue 
port£e  g6nerf-le,  tounls  au  debut  de  la  Conference.  " 

2.  Supprlmer  le  dernier  parngraohe  de  lr,  page  4  et  le 
premier  prj?r.graphe  <?e  IP  prre  5,  et  les  reniplacer  par  le  texte 
eulvant: 


HLe  D6l^£'u6  cu  Canada  rr.poclle  que  la  fornule  de  Yalta 
exige  une  mr.jorltfi  de  se^t  voix  sur  les  11  voix  du  Conseil; 
I'absence  ou  I'abetentlon  ^quivr.uc'rrlent  done  h  un  vote  'centre1, 
ce  qui  augnente  berucoup  les  rlsques  d'un  vote  sans  r6sultat. 
La  frequence  fc  la.^uelle  on  pent  e!attendrc  h  des  abstentions  a 
6t6  amplenent  cj£nontr£e  tr-nt  au  Co::euil  de  la  Soci6t6  des  Na- 
tions qu1^  la  presente  Conference  ct  d'autres  rccentes  conffi- 
rences  Internationales.  Au  cours  cTcs  discussions  du  Conit6,  on 
a  consacr6  beaucoup  dr  attention  h  la  possloilite  de  voir  un 
membre  permanent  du  Coneell  exercer  un  dj?oit  de  veto  par  un  vote 
n^gatif  ,  nais  11  est  plus  probable,  en  pratique,  que  si  un 
neiabre  permanent  se  trouvait  fr.ire  partle  dfune  faible  ninorit£, 
11  s'abstiendralt  siaplenent  au  vote.  On  peut  faoilenent  ina- 
giner  des  situations  oli  des  neubree  pernanents  GUST!  blen  que 
des  nenbres  non-pernanents  du  Conseil,  tout  en  6  bant  soucieux 
de  ne  pas  entraver  lection  efficace  du  Conseil,  aurr.lent  de 
bonnes  raisons  pour  ne  pas  s'estiner  en  nesure  de  voter  affirma- 
tlvenent,  et  prgftreraient  s^bstenlr. 

"L'anendement  canadien  n^.ffecte  pas  les  questions  fondo- 
mentales  soulevSes  par  la  fornule  de  vote,  6tant  donn6  quf^l 
pr^voit  slnplenent  que  I1  abstention  au  vote,  ou  le  fait  d'etre 
absent  dee  deliberations  du  Conseil  au  noment  oil  une  question 
est  nlse  aucvoix,  n!6quivaudront  pas,  en  fait,  h  un  vote  n^gatif. 
Dfaprtee  la  fornule  de  Yalta,  on  ne  pourra  Jouals  eavolr  avec 
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certitude  conblen  de  zaeubres  du  Coneell  eeront  effectlvenent  en 
nesure  de  voter  BUT  un  dlff£rend  port6  devant  le  Oonseil  r.ux 
fine  de  rfeglenent  paclfique,  parce  que  cela  depend  de  la  question 
de  e  avoir  si  un  nenbre,  ou  dee  sombre  s,  du  Coneell  eont  inpli- 
qu$s  dans  le  diff£rend.  L1  act  Ion  pr6vue  h  la  Section  VIII,  A, 
pourrait  n^cessiter  non  pas  7  volx  sur  11,  mals  7  volx  BUT  un 
chlffre  de  votants  Inf6rieur  fe  11*  En  felt,  11  pourrrlt  se  pro- 
duire  des  situations  oil  11  seralt  Inposelble  au  Oonseil  de 
decider  une  action  quelconque.  Tel  seralt  le  cas  si  cinq  nen- 
bre s  du  Conseil  6taient  parties  b.  un  diff6rend  qul  el^lfeveralt 
au  sujet  dfun  traltS  nult  natural  tel  que,  par  exenple,  l!Acte 
dfAlgIslras.  Pour  falre  face  h  ces  difflcult6e,  11  est  souhal- 
table  de  remplacer  la  najorltfi  fixe  par  une  najorit£  des  suffrages 
exprlci^s;  tel  est  le  seul  but  de  llanendenent  canadlen.  La 
provision  dfune  major  lt^  des  deux-tlers  constltue  la  proportion 
pratique  la  plus  proche  de  celle  qul  est  sounlse  au  Co:ait6  et 
qul  exlge  7  volx  sur  un  total  de  11. 


MLe  D6l£gu6  du  Canada  conclut  en  exprlnant  lfespolr  que 
cette  I6gfere  modification  de  la  fornule  de  Yalta  ne  rencontrera 
pas  d1  opposition  de  la  part  des  gouve  me  merits  Invltants.  II 
crolt  que  el  cette  riodlflcatlon  nfest  pas  effectu6e  en  ce  moment, 
les  falts  £e  chargeront  sans  tarder  cie  d^niontrer  la  n6cesslt6 
d!anender  la  Charte  sur  ce  point.11 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  1203  (ENGLISH) 

on  International  Organization 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  TWENTIETH  MBETIBQ 
OF  COMMITTEE  III/l,  JUNE 


2S£«  9.6T  (5i£lisfc)*  HI/3  AS 
(At  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  Cuba) 


Page  7: 


Between  3rd  and  Hh  paragraphs,  Insert  two  new  paragraphs 
as  follows: 

"  STATEMENT  OP  THE  DELEGATE  OP  CUBA  IN  COMMITTEE  III/l 


"Cuba  is  opposed  to  the  system  of  voting  in 
the  Security  Council,  as  set  forth  in  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  because  it  gives  its  permanent  raerbers 
a  veto  right  which,  apart  from  constituting  a  privi- 
lege that  is  contrary  to  the  sovereign  equality  of 
states  and  to  the  basic  principles  of  democracy,  is 
a  dangerous  weapon  with  which  a  single  one  of  the 
said  members  can  paralyze  the  action  of  all  the 
United  Nations  In  tho  maintei>anco  of  the  peace,  which 
is  tho  prime  objective  of  the 


"Nevertheless,  in  keopirg  with  its  democratic 
tradition,  Cuba  will  accept  the  decision  of  tho 
majority  and  cherishes  the  hope  that  the  confidence 
vested  by  this  majority  in  the  five  great  powers 
will  always  be  justified." 
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.  .       "/"A    ""''"""'  in/l/48  <a; 

on    lnti*rntilional   (h^uinzntion  June  27,   1945 


COMMISSION    III         Security  C,,,,mil 

Comite  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

CORRIOENDUM  AU  COfffTr-RENDU  DE  LA  VIHQTIEME  SEAITCE 
DU  COMITE  III/l,  13  JUIN  1945 
Doc.  967  (Francais)^  III/1/46 
(A  la  demande  du  De'legue  de  Cuba) 


Page  7: 

Entre  lea  paragraphed  3  et  4,  inee'rer  lee  deux  paragraphee 
euivanta: 

NCuba  ee t  oppose  a  la  procedure  ,de  vote  au  sein  du 
Coneeil  de  Securlte',  telle  que  le  prevolent  lee  Propoel- 
tione  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  oar  ce  systems  donne  aux  Membree 
Permanents  du  Cpnseil  un  drolt  de  veto  qul  eet  non  seule- 
ment  contralre  a  1'egallte  eouveraine  dee  Etate  et  au 
prlnolpe  fondamental  de  la  democratic  male  conatltue  en- 
core arme  dan go reuse  avec  la que lie  un  eeul  membre  peut 
paralyeer  lection  de  toutes  lea  Nations  Uniea  pour  le 
malntlen  de  la  paix,  cette  fin  prlmordlale  de  I1 Organi- 
sation. 

wNeanmoin/i,  Cuba  fidele  a  sa  tradition  ^democrat ique 
aoceptera  la  decision ^de  la  majorlte,  et  c her It  1'espoir 
que  la  conf lance  placee  dans  lee  Cinq, Grandee  Puissances 
par  la  raajorlte  sera  toujoure  Juetif  le'e.  " 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 
on  International  Organization 


RESTRICTED 

VD  225  (ERO.f  FR.) 

III/1/39 

June  9, 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


Paragraph  jl,  Section  Bf  Chapter  V 
As  Adopted  bj;  Committee  II/l  on  May  25 
(Doc.  666.  IlA/26  (1)  (a),  £  £) 


i- permanent  members 
of  the  Economic 
Secretary  General 

_,.  Ion  of  the  Security 

flrmatlve  vote  of  seven  members. 


General  Assembly  "sKall  participate  InHEJhe  election  of  the* 
Judges  of  the  International  fourt  oT"" Justice  In  accordance 
yltn  the  provisions  of  €Ee^3tat\TEe  of  the  gourE, 


Lf  AssembKe  Q6n6rale 


ell  de  Securltg  e 


Lsatlon.  sur 
approuvee  par  ^ 
'Aasemblee  Q6i 


ejs  membres  nonpe 
membre 


onomlQue 


-—  ^  ------  ^^  ^^ du  Consell  --— 

.oclalV  Elle  611ra  jte  Secretaire  Q^n^ral  de  i; Organ- 
ion, sur  presentation  par  le  Consell  de  Securlte 


.enta  du 


par  le  Consell  de^sScur: 
vote  afTlrmatir  de  sept  membres. 


de  la  Cour  de  Justice  Internatlo 
provisions  Zu  statut  de  la  Court 


des  Juges 


conTormememt  aux 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED  541 

on  International  Organization  m/v^**''**'* 

June  10,   1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Structure  and  Procedures 


REVISION  OF  PARAGRAPH  5  SECTION  p,  CHAPTER  vi, 

SUCKLE bTEP  BY  CAI^HJ)!/^  D ftl -FQA T I  Uiv 

11  Any  member  of  the  Organization  not  having  a  seat  on  the 
Security  Council  if  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under  considera- 
tion by  the  Security  Council  shall  be  invited  to  participate 
In  the  discussion  relating  to  the  dispute  and  shall  enjoy  the 
same  position  with  regard  to  discussion  and  voting  as  the 
other  party  to  the  dispute.  In  the  case  of  a  non-member  of 
the  Organization,  the  Security  Council  shall  Ipy  down  such 
conditions  as  it' may  deem  Just  for  the  participation  of  such 
a  non-member  in  the  discussion  of  a  dispute  to  which  it  is 
a  party. H 

TEXTE  REVISE  DU  ChAPIgflE  VI,  SECTION  D,  PARAOfrAPhE  fi, 

"Tout  membre  de  I1  Organisation,  qui  ne  poeafcde  pas  de 
sidge  au  Consell  de  Srfcurlttf,  et  qui  serai t  par tie  &  un  dif- 
frfrend  soumis  au  Consell  de  Srfouritrf,  sera  invitrf  &  prendre 
part  &  la  discussion  relative  &  ce  dlff^rend  et  joulra  de  la 
meme  situation,  au  point  de  vue  de  la  discussion  et  du  vote, 
que  1'autre  par tie  au  dlffrfrend.   Sfil  ne  s'agit  pas  d'un 
pays  membre  de  I1 Organisation,  le  Coneeil  de  S^curite?  mettra 
a  ea  participation,  comme  pays  n on- membre,  &  la  discussion 
conoernant  le  differend  auquel  11  eet  parti e,  les  conditions 
qui  lui  para£tront  efqultables. " 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  ?ii/i?50  {EH<JLISH) 

June  14,  1945 

COMMISSION  HI        Security  Coundl 

Committee  1    Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  TWENTY-FIRST  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  22^,  June  !£,  19^5 »  8:45  P»m« 

The  me  ting  was  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at  8:45  p.m. 

•*••  Discussion  of  Paragraphs  1  and  4,  Section  B,  Chr«ptarVI, 
and  ParogFapE's  4  and  ST^Sob^Ionnp,  Chapter  vl 


The  Chairman  recalled  that  paragraphs  1  and  4  of  Section  B 
had  been  provisionally  approved  subject  to  the  consideration 
of  two  Mexican  amendments .  The  Delegate  of  Mexico  stated  that 
the  Mexican  amendment  to  paragraph  1  provided  for  the  insertion 
of  the  phrase  "for  a  term  of  eight  years11  following  the  word 
11  Charter"  and  the  phrase  "during  the  period  in  question, 
although  with  the  limitations  specified  In  paragraph  1  of 
Section  B  of  Chapter  V"  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  (Doc*  360, 
page  2;  also  Doc.  2,  0/7  (c)(l)  page  10).  He  explained  that 
the  qualifying  phrases  Imposed  two  limitations,  the  first 
relating  to  the  period  of  yoars  during  which  primary  responsi- 
bility for  the  maintenance  of  peace  would  be  conferred  on  the 
Security  Council,  the  second  referring  to  the  review  of  Security 
Council  decisions  by  the  General  Assembly.  In  view  of  the 
rejection  of  somewhat  similar  proposals  in  another  committee 
he  was  willing  to  withdraw  that  portion  of  his  amendment 
Imposing  the  second  limitation.  He  felt,  however,  that  the 
limit  of  eight  years  was  desirable  in  view  of  the  experiment 
of  vesting  wide  powers  in  the  Security  Council.  The  Mexican 
amendment  was  seconded  by  the  Delegate  of  Brazil. 

The  Delegate  of  the  U.S.S.R.  objected  that  tho  reference 
to  a  specific  term  of  years  would  serve  no  useful  purpose  and 
might  be  detrimental  to  the  activities  of  the  Organization. 
The  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  added  that,  regardless  of 
its  merits,  the  time  limitation  had  no  appropriate  place  in 
paragraph  1. 

Decision:  The  Mexican  amendment  to  Insert 
tne  phrase  7TJr"al"era  or  eight      ^ 

*[Corrl*mtai  »••  p. 
46ir 


the  vord  Ghagter  w  in  paragraph  1,  and  the 
phrase  during  B5Te  period  In  Question11  at 

ph  vaaT 


end  of 

aBTe  anargo  negative  votes  . 

The  Delegate  of  Mexico  withdrew  hla  amendment  a  to  para- 
graph 4  of  Section  B  (Doc.  360,  page  5;  also  Doc.  2,  0/7  (c) 
(1)*  page  11)  and  to  paragraphs  4  and  5  of  Section  D  (Doc.  360, 
page  15;  also  Doc.  2,  0/7  (c)  (1),  page  11)  In  vlev  of  the  ac- 
tion taken  by  another  committee,  and  by  Committee  I  I  I/I  In 
approving  the  Yalta  voting  formula.  The  Delegate  of  Liberia 
also  withdrew  his  amendment  to  paragraph  4  of  Section  B 
(Doc.  360,  page  5;  also  Doc.  2,  0/14  (a),  page  2)< 

The  Chairman  then  turned  the  discussion  to  paragraph  5 
of  Section  D.  The  Delegate  of  Ethiopia  withdrew  his  amend- 
ment (Doc.  360,  page  15;  also  Doc.  2,  0/14  (n),  page  2)  In 
favor  of  the  Canadian  amendment  which  was  similar  In  substance. 
The  Delegate  of  Chile  suggested  that  hie  amendment  (Doc.  360, 
page  15;  also  Doc.  2,  0/7  (l),  pages  6,  7)  might  be  considered 
together  with  the  Canadian  amendment  which  was  designed  to 
achieve  the  same  purpose,  should  the  Canadian  Delegate  raise 
no  objection. 

The  Canadian  Delegate  noted  that  the  two  Canadian  amend- 
ments to  paragraphs  4  and  5  (Doc.  360,  pages  14,  15;  also 
Doc.  2,  0/14  (t),  page  2)  had  been  withdrawn  and  In  lieu 
thereof  he  was  willing  to  support  the  Netherlands  amendment 
to  paragraph  5  (Doc.  360,  Corrigenda,  page  2;  also  Doc.  2,  0/7 
(j)  (I)*  page  6)  with  the  slight  modifications  Indicated  In 
the  document  circulated  (WD  250).  The  text  proposed  by  the 
Canadian  Delegate  read  as  follows:  "Any  member  of  the  Or- 
ganization not  having  a  seat  on  the  Security  Council,  If  It 
Is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under  consideration  by  the  Security 
Council,  shall  be  Invited  to  participate  In  the  discussion 
relating  to  the  dispute  and  shall  enjoy  the  same  position 
flth  regard  to  discussion  and  voting  as  the  other  party  to 
•,ho  dispute.  In  the  case  of  a  non-member  of  the  Organization, 
;he  Security  Council  shall  lay  down  such  conditions  as  It  may 
Leem  just  for  the  participation  of  such  a  non  -member  in  the 
llscusslon  of  a  dispute  to  which  It  is  a  party." 

He  observed  that  the  Canadian  amendment  to  paragraph  4 
of  Section  D  had  been  withdrawn  because  It  might  lead  to  dif- 
ficulties over  the  operation  of  the  voting  procedure  In  the 
Security  Council.  This  would  not  be  the  case,  except  to  a 
minor  degree,  If  his  proposal  for  a  revision  of  paragraph  5 
were  adopted.  It  was  not  desirable  that  a  member  of  the 
Security  Council,  when  a  party  to  a  dispute,  could  be  a  judgo 
In  its  own  cause,  while  tho  other  party  to  the  dispute  was  not 
accorded  the  some  voting  rights.  The  amendment  would  apply 
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only  to  Section  B  of  Chapter  VIII  since  neither  party  to  a 
dispute  would  have  the  right  to  vote  vhen  procedures  of 
pacific  settlement  were  employed.  As  regards  the  slight 
change  relating  to  states  not  members  of  the  Organization,  he 
felt  that  it  was  unreasonable  and  unfair  to  place  states  which 
had  not  accepted  the  obligations  and  responsibilities  of  mem- 
bership in  the  same  position  as  those  who 


The  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands  emphasized  that  as  a 
matter  of  elementary  justice  both  parties  to  a  dispute  should 
have  equality  in  voting  status.  He  indicated  his  willingness 
to  accept  the  modifications  of  his  amendment  introduced  by 
the  Delegate  of  Canada. 

The  United  States  Representative  objected  to  the  amend- 
ment on  the  grounds  that  it  would  alter  the  composition  of 
the  Security  Council.  It  would  give  a  party  to  a  dispute, 
not  a  member  of  the  Security  Council,  greater  privileges  than 
other  members  of  the  Organization,  and  would  accord  to  it  the 
right  of  veto  if  it  were  Involved  in  a  dispute  with  a  permanent 
member  . 

The  Delegate  of  th*  United  Kingdom  also  pointed  out  that 
the  amendment  would  giv*  &  party  to  a  dispute  the  right  of 
veto  if  it  were  Involved  In  a  dispute  with  a  permanent  member, 
thus  placing  It  in  a  mozty  fftvottftble  position  than  the  elected 
members  of  the  Security  Council.  If  a  non  -member  were  involved 
In  a  dispute  with  a  non  -permanent  member,  its  vote  would  re- 
duce the  power  of  the  other  non  -permanent  members. 

The  Delegate  of  the  U.S.S.R.  argued  that  the  amendment 
would  destroy  the  principle  of  the  permanent  composition  of 
the  Security  Council  and  would  undermine  the  voting  formula 
agreed  upon. 

The  Delegates  of  Canada  and  Australia  indicated  that  there 
was  no  intention  of  granting  the  right  of  voto  to  non-member 
states,  and  that  this  should  be  made  clear  In  the  final  text 
if  the  amendment  wore  adopted. 

Decision;  The  Canadian  amendment  was  rejected 
Sy  12  favoraCTe^and  Ig  negative  vo5eF. 

The  Delegate  of  Liberia  withdrew  his  amendment  for  the 
addition  of  a  new  paragraph  to  Section  D  (Doc.  360,  page  16; 
Doc.  2,  0/1  4  (a),  page  2)  since  it  was  similar  in  substance 
to  the  Canadian  amendment. 

Decision:  The  Committee  unanimously  approved 

faragraph  1,  SecTTon  B  (as  previously  amende? 
y  the  aJoption"l>3n5her  Canadian  proposal],  by 
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favorable  votes,  paragraph  4.  Section  B, 


ravora 


35  favora 


)le  votes a  paragraph  4,  Section  D, 


ue  votes,  and  paragraph  5*  Sec- 


previously  amended  by"Taie  adopTETon 
or  the"  sponsoring  governments*  proposal )l by 
2[  Favorable  votes . 

2.  Discussion  of  Voting  Procedure  for  Nomination  of  a 
Secretary -General  "" 

The  Chairman  stated  that  the  Steering  Committee,  at  its 
meeting  on  June  8,  19^5,  had  decided  to  refer  to  Committee 
III/l  the  question  of  the  voting  procedure  in  the  Security 
Council  for  the  nomination  of  a  Secretary-General.  The  Com- 
mittee was  specifically  requested  to  consider  the  words  "made 
by  an  affirmative  vote  of  f  members11  in  the  proposed  text  of 
paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  V,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro- 
posals, as  approved  by  Committee  II/l  on  May  25,  19^5  (Doc. 
WD  225;  also  Doc.  666,  ZI/1/26  (1)  (&)*  P*ge  6j. 

The  Delegate  of  Prance  observed  that  the  nomination  of 
a  Secretary -General  was  not  a  procedural  question  but  should 
bo  governed  by  paragraph  3,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI.  To  provide 
for  the  nomination  by  an  unou*llfi*d  majority  vote  would  re- 
verse the  decision  as  vtgAfrd*  voting  procedure  previously 
adopted.  He  pointed  out  that  the  Secretary -General  should 
be  independent  of  the  fttate  of  which  he  was  a  national  and  that 
a  Secretary -General  who  was  subservient  to  the  interests  of  any 
one  state  would  fall  of  reelection. 

The  Delegate  of  Belgium,  recalled  that  Committee  II/l,  by 
a  largo  majority,  had  favorod  an  unqualified  majority  for  the 
nomination,  of  tho  Secretary -General.  He  stated  that  tho  Sec- 
retary-General  must  enjoy  full  independence  and  that  his 
candidacy  should  not  be  blookod  by  the  vote  of  one  permanent 
member . 

Tho  Dologate  of  the  Netherlands  described  tho  qualifica- 
tions which  should  be  possessed  by  tho  Secretary -General  and 
expressed  his  fear  that  if  the  concurring  votes  of  the  per- 
manent members  were  required  a  nonentity  would  bo  chosen 
rather  than  a  man  of  outstanding  talent.  In  view  of  the 
short  term  of  office  there  was  danger  that  the  Secretary - 
General  would  have  to  show  such  tact  toward  the  permanent 
members  that  common  sense,  courage,  and  integrity  would  be 
sacrificed.  If  tho  "veto"  power  were  applied  to  the  nomina- 
tion of  the  Secretary -General  his  Delegation  might  ask  for  a 
review  of  the  decisions  taken  regarding  the  length  of  his 
term,  his  eligibility  for  roappointment,  and  tho  method  of 
his  election  by  the  Assembly.  The  Canadian  Delegate  supported 
the  arguments  of  the  Delegates  of  Belgium  and  the  Netherlands. 
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The  United  Kingdom  Representative  argued  that  the  nom- 
ination, far  from  being  a  procedural  matter,  vaa  one  of  the 
moat  Important  substantive  decisions  for  the  Security  Council 
to  make,  and  that,  in  any  case,  the  Committee  had  already  de- 
cided the  matter  by  the  approval  of  the  Yalta  voting  formula. 
It  was  vital  that  the  Secretary-General  have  the  confidence 
of  those  members  vhloh  would  be  specially  responsible  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace.  It  vould  be  impossible  to  have  an  out- 
standing man  occupy  the  position  unless  he  were  assured  of 
the  support  of  the  permanent  members* 

Hie  Delegate  of  the  U.S.S.R.,  after  observing  that  this 
question  vas  not  vithin  the  competence  of  Committee  I I/I, 
agreed  that  the  post  of  Secretary -General  vas  of  high  Impor- 
tance, and  that  his  nomination  vas  a  substantive,  and  not  a 
procedural,  question.  Ho  felt  that  the  Secretary -General,  in 
the  Interest  of  his  authority  and  prestige,  must  enjoy  the 
confidence  of  the  permanent  members.  Furthermore,  the  require- 
ment of  the  concurring  vot&e  of  tho  permanent  members  vas  im- 
portant for  the  successful  functioning  of  all  the  organs  of 
the  Organization. 

The  Delegate  of  Australia  felt  that  the  question  of  the 
nomination  of  the  So ere tary -General  vas  integrally  connected 
with  the  tenure  of  his  office.  The  Secretary-General  should 
be  independent  if  he  vere  to  serve  not  only  the  Security 
Council  but  the  General  Assembly  and  other  organs  of  the  Or- 
ganization. His  Independence  vould  be  jeopardized  If  his 
reelection  could  be  blocked  by  the  vote  of  one  permanent  mem- 
ber. Furthermore,  there  vas  no  justification  for  this  manner 
of  nomination  because  the  Security  Council  could  not  escape 
Its  duty  of  nominating  a  Secretary -General. 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  11:50  p.m 
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Ttto  ITnito/t  Nntinns  Cnnforenre  RESTRICTED 

ine  united  nations  conference  Doo    97e  <raENOH). 

on  International  Organization  Jtii/l750 

June  14,   1346 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Oonite  1   Organisation  et,  Procedure 

•QOHPTB-HEHIO  RESUME  DE  LA  VINQT-gT-UNIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
Veterans  Bulldingf  Salle  223,  la  13  Juin  1945.  a  20  &.  ££ 

Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a  20  h.  45. 

!•   PigQUflflion  dee  paragraphs  a  1  .§£  jk,  Section  B,,  Char>itre  VI  P 
et  des  Paragraphes  4  jet  E>,  Section  D,  Ohapitre  VI 

Le  President  rappellj  que  les  naragraphes  1  e$  4  de  la 
Section  B  ont  ete-  ap-orouvee  provleoirement",  soue^rejerve  de 
lfexainen  dee  deux  anendenents  nexicair^s.  Le  delegue  du  Mexique 
expllque  que  I!amendei3ent  nexicain  r>revoit  1^  insertion  du  membre 
de  phrase  "^otir  upe  perirde  de  hult  ansH  apres  lee  mots  "Oonsell 
de  S^curlte11  et,  a  la  fin  du  r>aragra^he,  des  nets  wau  cours  de 
la  *>eriode  en  question,  mals  dans  les  Unites  indiquees  au  para- 
graphe  1  de  la  section  B  du  Char>ltre  V.w  (Docf  360,  'Pag©  3; 
egalenent  Doc.  2,  a/?  (o)  (l)  page  10).  Lee  reserves  contenuee 
daps  oes  nenbres  de^nhrase  an^ortent  deux  restrictions;  la  pre- 
niere  est  relative  a  la  r>eriofte  d!annees  durant  laquelle  la 
resp^neabilite  nrinorr'iale  du  malntien  de  la  naix  inooobera  au 
Conseil  de  S^ourite.  la  eeo^n^.e  concerne  I'exanen^dee  decisions 
^u  O^nseil  ^.e  Seourite  auquel  nrooedera  I'Assen^lee  Q-enerale. 
Des  ^rnnositions  queloue  neu  analogues  ayant  ete  renoussees  dans 
un  autre  ComAte,  il  est  ^is^ose  a  retirer  la  nartie  de  son  araen- 


dement  ou'imose  la  seconde  restriction.     II  estine,  r>ar  contre, 
que  ^a  fixation^  d!une  ll^ite  de  huit  ans  est  desirable,   etant 
donne  le  caractere  d1  experience  que  ^resente  lf  octroi  de  larges 


pouvoirs  au  O^ns  ell  de  Securlte.     L'anendenent  nexioain  est 
nar  le  Delegufi  ^u  Bresll. 


Le  ^SlSgu^  do  1?U.  R*  8,  B.   objecte  que^la  nenti^n  dfuu 
nonbre  determine  ^Tanneef  eeralt  sans  utlllte  nratique  et  nour- 
r^it  e^re  ^reju^iciable  a  llaotivite  rte  1!  Organisation.     Le 
Delegue  du  Royaume-Unl  aJouteKaue,  bien  fondee  ou  non,   la  limita- 
tion dans  la  terns  n'est  nae;a  sa  ~>laoe  au  -oora^rophe  1. 

Decision!     L^anendenent  naxiooiy  sur  lf  insertion 
du  nembre  ^e  ^hraqe  ffn^uy  une  neriofte  de  huit  ans" 
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ap*es  les  mote  "Consell  de  Securite *  dans  !§> 
paragraphe  I  il  dji  membre  df  phrase  "au  coura 
&e  ia  periods  en  question"  a  la  fin  <iu  para- 
graphs .  est  re .1  ete  par  20  voix  centre  £. 

Le  Delegue  du  Mexique  retire  see  amendement s  au  paragraphe  4 
de  la  Section  B  (Doo.  360,  p.  3;  egalement  Doo.  2  a/7  Co)  (l), 
p.  10)  et  aux  paragraphes  4  et  5  de  la  Section  D  (009.  360,  p.  18$ 
egalement  Doo.  2  a/7  (o),(l)  p.  11)  etant  donne  la  decision 
prise  par  un  autre  Comite  et  I1 approbation, ^par  le  Qomlte  III/l, 
de  la  formule  de  vote  de  Yalta.   Le  Delegue  du  Liberia  retire 
aussi  5 on  amendement  au  paragraphe  4  de  la  Section  B  (Doo.  360, 
p.  6;  egalement  Doo.  2  a/14  (a)  p.  2). 


Le  President  met  enguijje  en  discussion  le  paragraphe  5 
de  la  Section  D.  Le  Delegue  de  I1  Ethiopia  retire  son  amende* 
ment  (Doo,  360,  p.  18;  egalement  Doc.  2  a/14  (n),  p.  2)  en 
faveur  de  lfam^n|em^nt  canadien,  qui  lui  est  semblable  quant 
au  fond.  Le  Delegue  du  Chili  pense  que  son  amend gment  (Doo., 360, 
pt  1§J  egalement  Doc.  2,  a/7  (l),  p.-.  6)  pourrait  etre  examine 
en  meme/tjmpi  que  lf amendement  canadien  dont  le,  but  est  le  meme, 
si  le  Delegue  canadien  n'y  voit  pas  d1 objection. 

Le  Dellgue  canadien  signals  que  les  deux  amendements  oana- 
diens  aux  paragraphs 5  j  et  5  (Doo.  360,  p.  17;  egalement  Doo.  2, 
a/14  ($)«  p.  2)  ont  ete  retires  et  qu?a  leur  place,  11  est 
dispose  a  appuyer  1  anendement  dee  Pays~Bas  au  paragraphe  5 
(Doc.,3^0,  Corrigenda;  egalement  Doo.  S  a/7  (J)  (lh  p.  4)  aveo 
lee  legeres  modifications  indiquees  dans  1§  Document  dlstribue 
(VD  250).   Le  texte  propose  par  le  Delegue  canadlep  est  ainsi 
cop9u:  "Tout  membre  $e  I1 Organisation,  qul  ne  poss^de  pas  de 
ejege  au  Conseil  de  Securite,  et  qui  eeralt  part^esa  un  dif~ 
ferer^L  soumis  au  Crnseil  de  Sepurite,  sera  invite  a  prendre 
part  a  la  discussion  relative  a  oe  differend  et  Jouira  de  la 
meme  situation,  au  point  de  vue  de  la  discussion  et  du  vote, 
que  I1 autre  partXe  au  differend.  S!ll  ne  s'a^it  pas  dfun 
HJJTO  merabre  de  I1  Organisation,  le  Oonseil  des  Securite  mettra 
a  sa  participation^  comme  pays  non-membre,  a  la  discussion 
oonoernant  le  differend  auquel  il  est  parti e,  les  conditions 
qui  lui  parattront  equi tables." 

/  /Lt amendement  oanadien  au  paragraphe  4  desla  Section  D  / 
a  ete  retire  paroe  qu'll  pouvalt  donner  lieu  a  des  dlfficultes 
relativement  a  ^application  de  la  procedure  de  vote 
du  Cjneeil  de  .Seourite.  Tel  ne  eeralt  pas  le  cast  sauf  a  un 
degre  moindre,  si  I1 on  adoptait  la  proposition  qu'll  a  faite 
de  reviser  le  paragraphe  5.  ^11  n(est  pas  souhaltable  qu'un 
membre  du  Conseil  de  Securite,  par tie  a  un  lltlge,  pulsse  etre 
Juge  dans  sa  propre  o^use,  tondle  que  lee  memes  drolte  de  vote 
ne  sont  pas  aocordes  a  1* autre  partle  fcu  differend.  L1 amendement 
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na  e*appllquerait  quf&  la  Section  D  du  Chapltre  8  puisque  nl 
l!una  nl  1'autre  dao  parties  au  differend  n'aura  firolt  de  vot 


da  placer  Isa  ,2tata  qsi  n'ont  pa*  accepte  le<?  obligations  fct  lee 
.responscbilitea  de  mambrea  cle  1  Organisation  dans  la  meme  situa- 
tion que  oeux  qul  lea  ont  acoepteos. 


Le  EeV^eua  des  Pays-Das  soullp^ie  quo^o'est  une  question  3  3 
Justice  al&usr.talre  qu*  les  deux  parties  a  un  dlrfurend  pcierit 
mlaes  eur  un  pied  dlegalltet  en  matlero  de,vo^a>       13   eet  pret  a 
r.qo§pt^r  lea  *:iodlfloatio:i3  a  son  amend  e^ent  presentees  par  le 
DfelsguS  du  Canada. 


des  privileged  plus  grand  i  qv.s   o^vjc  dec  e^vres  nieabres  ds 
I'Organloatlcn,   ot  lul  aoocrderalt  drcit  do  veto  s?ll  ee  trouvalt 
en  livlge  eved  un  insmbre  permaaent. 


Le  Delftffil  d'3  -Royaunie-Upl  remarq^e  e^a-.ement  que  cet  aisenfla- 
ment  donnerait,  a  ur.eP^tie  a  un  different,  le  droit  do  veto  si 
elle  se  trouvalt  en  lit!  go  avec  un  mea^-e  wj.nanent,  le  plapant 
alnsl  dans  uije  situation  rlus  favorable  que  lee  memores  e^us  du 
Oonsell^cle  Sfccurlte.  31  un  rcn-membre  ee  troupe  envrai.re  dans 
un  differend  avoo  un  membre  non-pennci-Gnt,,  son  vote  dtm::raeralt 
le  pouvolr  des  autres  memVres  non- 


La  rlecpie  de  1!U,R^3.B,   do^lTre  qua  I'ainendoment 
le  prlnrjpe  de  la  composition  pei'ijanente  d*j  Consell  cle  fcecurlte 
et  saper&it  la  r  emu  la  de  vote  qm  a  ete  acceptee. 

Les  Del  a  flic  a  du  Canada  et  de  I'Australle  Inilquc^.t  que 
I1  Intention  n-cc.t  pas  de  dcr.ner  le  droit  de  veto.aux  2.  cats  non- 
m§mvjn,a  et  que  ceot  dcvra  etre   claJ-roritnt  IndlquS  ciana  le  texte 
definitlf  El  l*wnandemeit  est  adopt  e. 

Pealpion;  L'Aaendement;  oanaglen  ee^  re.lete  par  1Q  vol 
"" 


Le  Dclcgue  du  Liberia  retire  son  amend  erne  nt  proposal 
l|ad^ltlon  d»un  nouveau  paracraphe  a  la  Section  D  (Doc.  £50,  jp.   16; 
Doc»  2  Q-/14  (a)  pft  2)  pulsqu'll  est  .analogue,  quant  au  fona,  a 
I'ainendament  cana&len. 

r!  Lo  Com  16s  orjorcuv?;  a  I'unenimlt^le  para>- 
JL,  Seotlnh  B  T^sl  flu1  j.1  &  ete  amende 
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nft  ray  A'iSQB£L2a  54  lA  nr 
,  figl  Ik  laiXJ  l£  JLKSSilfi-llkl  A 


la  proo&lure  de  vote  pour  IS 


t      La  Pr*:-:ident  explique^que^la  ComlU  da  Direction,  \  sa 
seanoe  du  e  Juin  1945 ,  &  decide  da  rc.ovcyer  au  C omit 6  Jll/l  la 
question  da  la  procedure  da  vote  au  Conqell  de  Seourite  relati 


.  i  .  »*  •  *»  ..  f  ^J  d"VJ  J  O  W 

texta  c?u  pera^aohe  4.  Eeotlor.  g,  Ctiapltre.V,  des  Prepositions 
da  Dumbarton  CPi.3r  tai  qu'll  a  ato  e??prc;i>va  par  la  Comlti  II/TL 
le  £5  mal  19*C  (Doo.  TO  C25,   o^  too.  660,  II/1/26  (l)   (a)t 
paga  6). 


Le  Del'££u$  de  la  £ranae  If  ait  otsai^rer  But  la  „ 
tlon  dlun  Ef-trofcaire  0«j::eral  n!est  pas /vine  question  deprocedure 
at  qu*elle  db  it  gxre  r-egla  par  la  parag?€.pto  C,  Bautlon"0. 
Ohapltrj  71.     Prevolr  qu{una  telle  designation  se  f§r^  a  ia 
major^te  eimplo,   ce  eerait  ^enverser  la  decision  p:^ocadamm$n^ 
adoptee  au  sujet  ds  lu  proceflure  da  vote.     Le  Secrotalre  Groneral 
doit  etra  independent  da  l!Etat  dlont  11  sst  reooortifca^aj,  et 


indcp^n^e 

un  Secretaire  Oanorcl  qui  se-  :-:erait  \^  servlteur  dea  InterSte 
fivun  Etat  queloonqua  ne  eeralt  p^s  reelu* 

Le  Ddl^rue  de  la  Eelgique  raopolle  que  le  Coclte  II/l^  ^ 
une  forte  ^ajorl^e,  s!est  pvoAonca  an  fav*^r  de  la  majority 
s!},m^le  pour  la  designation' du  ^aoretaire  General*  La  Secretaire 
Ctercral  doit  Jouir  druns  complete  inclev|rndenca  at  sa  candida- 
ture ne  do  11;  rag  powolr  etre  mise  en  echao  par  le  aeul  vote 
d!ua  membre 


Le^Delague  das  PayerBas  daorlt  lee  quell tee  qua  doilj  avoir 
la  Secretaire  General  et  exprime  la  orainte  que,  si  la  aaslgria- 
tlon  dolt  reunir  lea  volx  da  toue  las  membres  permanents,  la 
cljoix  sa  porta  sur  una  non-valeur  r>lutot  que   sur^un  homma  d!un 
merlfce  exoeptlopnel.      Etant  donne  la^oourte  du^ee  da  eon 
mend  at,  11  eet  a  oraindre  que  le  Secretaire  Oanaral  na  doiva 


«•  w  ^  m        £ 

Baore- 

talre  Gou&r&l,  la  De^egatioh'des  Payfi-Bas  pourralj  demandjr  qua 
I1 on  raax&nina  lee  daoislons  prises  relatlvamant  a  la  duree 
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$amandat  du  Secretaire  General,  a  la  methode  .prevue  pquy  sjn 
election  par  I'Assemblee  et  a  sa  ree^icibilite.   Le  Delegue 
du  Canada  annul e  lee  arguments  dee  Deleguee  ^e  la  Belglque  et 
des  Pays-Bae. 

,Le  Representant  du  Royaume-Uni  estime  que  Ja  question  de 
la  designation,  loin  d'etre  une  affaire  fle  procedure,  est 
1'une  dee  Decisions  de  fond  les  nlue  Importante^  que  le  Conseil 
de  Seourite  alt  a  prendre  et  que,  de  toiite  mani^re,  en  ap^rou- 
vant  la  formule  de'vote  de  Yalta,  le  Conlte  a  deja  tranche  la 
qyegtion.   II  est  tf'une  Importance  vitale  que  le  Secretaire 
General  Joulsse  de  la  c^nflancj  de  ceux  c'es 'membres  qul  auront 
speclalement  .la  rearxmeabillte  du  malntlen  de/la  palx.  II 
eeralt  Impossible  d'avolr  a  ce  poste  un  homine  eminent  6fil 
nfetalt  assure  de  1'ap-oul  dee  membree  nermanents. 

Le  Delegue  de  1!U.R.  8.  S,  anr^s  avoir  fait  observer  que 
cette  question  nfest  pas  de  la  competence  du  Comlte  II/1| 
convlent  que  le  poste  <Je  Secretaire  General  est  d'une  haute 
Importance  §t  que  sa  designation  est  un§  quest l^n^de  fond  et 
noh  d§  procedure,   II  faut  que  le  Secretaire  Gsncral,  dans 
lflnteret  de  son  autorlte  et  de  son  -orestlge,  Joulsse  de  la 
oonflance  des  membres  -oermanents*  En  outre,  1'obllgatlon  de 
reunlr  les  volx  de  tous  les  membres  oermanents  Impute  au  bon 
fonctlonnement  do  tous  les  organes  de  I1 Organisation. 

,   Le  Delegue  de  J'Australl^  estlme  que^la  Question  (Je  la 
designation  du  Secretaire  General  ept  Ir/iegralerjent  llej  ^ 
a  oelle  de  la  duree  de  son  nandat.   Si  '«j  Secretaire  General 
flolt  server  non^seulement  le  C^nsell  de  Securlte,  nals  aussl 
I'ABeemblee  Generale  et  dfautres  or janes  de  JL! Organisation, 
11  dolt  etre  Indepgndant.   S^n  Indenendanoe  sera^t  gravement 
compromise  si  sa  reelection  nnuvait  etre  raise  en  echec  par  le 
s§ul  vote  d!un  menbre  permanent.  Au  surplus,  ce  mocle  de  /     / 
designation  ne  se  Justifie  pa£5^  norce  que  le  5°nsell  de/Securite 
ne  neut  eluder  son  devoir  de  designer  un  Secretaire  General. 

La  seance  est  levee  a  25  h.  60. 
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COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  TWENTY-FIRST  MEETING  CF 

COMMITTEE  Ill/If  J^»E  1^,  19^5 

(Doc.  975  (English),  III/1/5Q) 

(At  the  request  of  the  Delegate  of  Canada) 

1.  Delete  paragraph  at  bottom  or  page  2  and  top  of  page  3  and 
substitute  the  following: 

"He  observed  that  the  Canadian  amendment  to  paragraph 
4  of  Section  D  had  been  withdrawn,  although  in  the  view  of 
the  Canadian  Delegation  It  remained  an  entirely  sound  pro- 
posal. The  reason  for  Its  withdrawal  was  that  so  much 
emphasis  had  been  laid  on  the  voting  procedure  in  the 
Council  that  he  did  not  wish  at  this  stage  to  press  to  a 
vote  an  amendment  which  might  add  more  than  one  temporary 
member  to  the  Council.  This  would  not  be  at  all  likely 
to  happen,  however,  If  the  proposal  for  a  revision  of  para- 
graph 5  were  adopted.  It  would  be  most  inequitable  if  any 
member  of  the  Council  which  was  a  party  to  a  dispute  with 
a  member  of  the  Organization  not  represented  on  the  Council 
could  act  as  a  judge  in  Its  own  cause,  unless  the  other 
party  to  the  dispute  was  accorded  exactly  the  same  position. 
It  was  of  course  true  that  a  Council  member  Involved  in 
such  a  dispute  could  not  vote  during  Its  consideration  under 
Chapter  VIII.  Af  The  member's  voting  rights,  however, 
would  be  restored  if  it  proved  necessary  to  proceed  to  ac- 
tion under  Chapter  VIII.  B,  and  in  such  a  case  the  vote  of 
the  Council  member  might  determine  whether  enforcement  ac- 
tion was  to  be  taken.  Such  a  situation  seemed  to  be  a 
denial  of  an  elementary  principle  of  Justice  which  the 
amendment  was  Intended  to  right. w 

2.  Delete  fifth  full  paragraph  on  page  3  and  substitute  the 
following? 

"The  Delegates  of  Canada  and  Australia  said  that  no 
question  arose  of  giving  a  right  of  veto  to  a  member  added 
temporarily  to  the  Council  In  the  circumstances  contemplated 
in  the  amendment.  They  agreed  that  this  was  made  clear  In 
the  amendment  as  drafted.  If,  however,  there  wore  any  doubt 
on  this  point,  it  could  easily  be  removed  by  the  Coordina- 
tion Committee  in  the  final  text." 
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COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comite  I   Organisation  et  procedure 

• 
CORRIGENDUM  AU  OOMPTE  RENDU  RESUME  DE  LA  VINGTIEHE  SEANCE 

DU  COMITE  HI/1.  13  JUIN  1946 

(Doc.  975  (Anglale),  III/1/50) 

(Sur  la  demands  du  Delegue  du  Canada) 

1,   Remplacer  l!alinea,  au  bas  de  la  page  2  et  au  debut  de  la 
page  3,  par  le  texte  euivant: 

flll  fait  observer  que  l^amenderaont  au  paragraj>ho  4 
dc  la  Section  D  a  ete  retire,  bion  quo,  pour  la  dele- 
gation canndienne,  cotte  propcoition  garde  touto  sa  va- 
leur,   S'il  retire ^eon  omendem^nt^  c'cet  p^rce  que  l!on 
a  tenement  attache  d1,  Importance  a  la  procedure  de  vote 
au  Coneeil  do  Security  qu'll  no  vcut  pas,  au  etade  ac~ 
tuel,  insiator  eur  la  mise  nux  volx  d'un  amcndemcnt  qui 
pourrn.lt  avoir  pour  effct  d?aj outer  un  membre  provieoire 
au  Consell.  C!opt  toutefois  un  fait  qu  l  il  n'y  'luriit 
abeolument  518  ri  prevoir  01  le.  project  dc  revision  du  pr  - 
r-grnpho  5  etalr  .adopte.   Il^eern.lt  parfaitement  inique 
qU!un  membre  du  Coneeil  de  Securite,  prrt^e  \  ijn  diffcrend 
aveo  un  manbrc  dc  I'Orpanieation  non  rcpreeente  au  Coneeil, 
pulseo  6trc  Jugo  dans  sa^rrprc  cause,  ?  mains  que  I'autro 
partic  ne  se  volo  accordee  cx^ictcmcnt  la  mfimc  situation. 
II  est  exact,  ovidemnient,  qu'un  membre  du  Consell,  in- 
plique  dans  un  diffcrqnd  do  oe  genre,  nc  pout  voter  prn- 
d*nt  I'examcn  du  dlfforend,  eulvnnt  Ire  disposition^  dij 
Chapltre  VIII,  A.  P*ir  cbntre,  le  membre  sera  rointegre 
dans  ses  drolte  do  vote  sfil  vient  a  ?tre  neoessairo 
d'lntcrvenlr  aux  ternoe  du  Chapitre  VIIIV  B  ct,  dn.ns  ce 
oas,  le  vote  du  nenbre  du  Coneeil  pout  decider  si  1!  xction 
ooercitlve  va  6t^o  ontreprlse.  Unq  'Ijolle  situation  lui 
parait  dtre  un  deni.dfun  princlpe  eloncntalre  de  Justice, 
que  llomendcraont  a  four  but  do  rodresser.  w 

£.   Remplaoer  tout  le  clnqulene  alinea  do  la  page  3  par  le 
suivant: 

•[I.*.  Tine:t-et-Tinlta«] 
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"Lee  delegues  du  Canada  et  de  I1 Australia  dleent  qu1 11 
n'est  nullenent  question  de  doijner  un  droit  de  veto  ft 
un  nenbre  temporqirement  ajoute  au  Conseil  d~ns  les 
clrconetancee  prevues  p^r  I1 amen dene nt.  A  lour  avic, 
cela  ressortait  olairenent  de  I1 amendement  tel  qu'll 
^tait  redige.   Cependan^  si  11  y  a  doute  a  ce  eujet, 
11  sera  fadile  au  Oomite  de  ^coordination  de  le  falre 
dlsparaltre  dane  le  texte  definltlf. 
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ore  International  Organization  m^i?*!13101'181^ 
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COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CONTINUATION  OP  THE  REPORT  OP  THE  ACTIVITIES  OF 

^cgffc^jP^^ggTlflyS  A.  B  C,  AM?  D 
Vi  oy  TUB  DUMBARTON  oAKs 


Rapporteur:  Hector  David  Castro 
SECTION  B  OT  CHAPTER  VI 

His  Excellency  John  Sofianopoulos,  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tee III/l,  announced  that  the  Coordination  Committee  of  the 
Conference  had  approved  the  proposition  made  by  Committee  III  /I 
recommending  that  all  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dum- 
barton Oaks  Proposals  should  be  referred  to  this  Committee. 
This  was  done  at  the  thirteenth  meeting  of  Committee  i-J/1, 
and  a  general  discussion  of  Section  B  followed.  After  the  end 
of  this  discussion,  every  one  of  the  proposed  amendments  to 
the  different  paragraphs  of  Section  B  was  introduced  by  the 
respective  delegates  and  the  discussion  was  resumed  in  regard 
to  each  proposed  amendment, 

The  title  of  Section  B  of  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals  is  "Principal  Functions  and  Powers11.  A 
single  amendment  was  proposed  to  this  title  consisting  of 
the  suppression  of  the  word  "Principal".  The  proposed  amend- 
ment was  referred  to  the  Coordination  Committee  as  a  matter 
of  drafting. 

Paragraph  I  of  Section  B  reads  as  follows: 

11  1.  In  order  to  Insure  prompt  and  effective  action 
by  the  Organization,  members  of  the  Organization  should 
by  the  Charter  confer  on  the  Security  Council  primary 
responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of  International 
peace  and  security  and  should  agree  that  in  carrying 
out  these  duties  under  this  responsibility  it  should 
act  on  their  behalf  •" 
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.Numerous  amendments  were  proposed  to  this  paragraph. 
All  of  them  referred  to  the  powers  of  the  Security  Council 
as  compared  with,  and  in  relation  to,  the  powers  of  the 
General  Assembly.  The  need  of  determining  with  greater 
precision  the  functions  and  powers  of  the  Security  Council 
was  stressed  in  many  proposed  amendments •  Some  other  pro- 
positions may  be  briefly  stated  as  follows: 

(a)  That  the  Security  Council  should  report  on  its 
activities  to  the  General  Assembly; 

(b)  That  the  General  Assembly  should  have  power  to 
supervise  the  activities  of  the  Security  Council 
and  to  approve  them  and  make  recommendations 
tending  to  the  observance  of  its  duties; 

(c)  That  the  powers  of  the  Security  Council  should  be 
reduced; 

(d)  That  the  Security  Council  should  not  establish  or 
modify  principles  or  rules  of  law; 

(e)  That  the  primary  responsibility  of  the  Security 
Council  for  the  maintenance  of  international  peace 
and  security  should  be  conferred  upon  it  in  the 
Charter  with  certain  limitations  and  for  a  term  of 
eight  years;  and 

(f)  That  while  the  General  Assembly  should  be  the 
highest  authority  of  the  Association,  the  Security 
Council  should  not  be  a  mere  executive  organ  of 
same,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  when  the  General 
Assembly  is  not  in  session,  the  Security  Council 
should  have  equal  competence  In  matters  concerning 
collective  peace  and  security. 

Of  all  the  amendments  proposed,  only  one  was  adopted  by 
Committee  II I/I.  It  was  introduced  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Canada  and  consists  of  an  addition  to  paragraph  1,  Sec- 
tion B,  Chapter  VI,  with  the  following  text: 

"The  Security  Council  shall  submit  annual  and  when 
necessary,  special  reports  to  the  General  Assembly  for 
its  consideration.1' 

With  this  addition,  the  original  text  of  paragraph  1, 
Section  B,  was  finally  adopted  by  Committee  I I I/I. 
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Paragraph  II  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  reads  as  follows: 

"2.  In  discharging  these  duties  the  Security 
Council  should  act  In  accordance  with  the  purposes  and 
principles  of  the  Organization." 

Two  amendments  were  proposed  to  paragraph  2.  One  of 
them  was  made  to  the  effect  that  the  Security  Council  should 
refrain  from  making  decisions  that  might  affect  the  terri- 
torial integrity  and  political  Independence  of  state  members 
of  the  Organization.  Controversies  on  matters  of  this  nature 
should  be  referred  to  the  Oeneral  Assembly,  either  by  the 
Initiative  of  the  Security  Council  or  at  the  request  of  any 
party  to 'the  dispute.  The  second  proposed  amendment  was  made 
for  the  purpose  of  requiring  that  the  Security  Council  should 
act  not  only  in  accordance  with  the  purposes  and  principles 
of  the  Organization,  but  also  In  accordance  with  the  Charter 
and  that  no  solution  of  a  controversy  should  be  imposed 
upon  a  state  of  such  a  nature  as  to  Impair  its  confidence  in 
its  future  security  and  welfare.  The  first  proposed  amend- 
ment  was  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegate  who  regarded 
it  as  a  proposition  in  the  nature  of  an  observation;  and  the 
second  amendment  was  not  accepted  by  Committee  III/l,  as  a 
result  of  the  vote.  Therefore,  paragraph  2,  Section  B, 
remained  unchanged.  The  original  text  was  approved. 

Paragraph  3,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  is  as  follows t 

"3.  The  specific  powers  conferred  on  the  Security 
Council  In  order  to  carry  out  these  duties  are  laid  down 
in  Chapter  VIII.11 

No  amendments  had  been  proposed  to  this  paragraph;  and 
Committee  III/l  approved  the  original  text  without  change. 

Paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  is  the  following: 

M4.  All  members  of  the  Organization  should  obligate 
themselves  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council 
and  to  carry  them  out  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Charter.11 

Several  amendments  to  paragraph  4  were  presented  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee  by  the  respective  delegates. 
One  of  them  would  give  to  the  Oeneral  Assembly  the  power  to 
revise  the  decisions  of  the  Council;  another  amendment  would 
establish  a  right  of  appeal  for  the  members  of  the  Organiza- 
tion In  the  case  of  questions  not  calling  for  Immediate 
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action;  and  a  third  amendment  would  limit  the  obligation  of  the 
state  members  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council 
to  only  such  decisions  as  may  be  taken  under  Chapter  VIII 
of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals. 

None  of  the  amendments  proposed  vas  adopted  by  Com- 
mittee III/l.  Several  questions  of  drafting  were  accepted 
only  for  submission  to  the  Coordination  Committee  of  the 
Conference.  After  a  vote  vas  taken,  paragraph  4  of  Sec- 
tion B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  vas 
adopted  by  Committee  I I I/I  in  its  original  form. 

Paragraph  5  of  the  same  Section  B  of  Chapter  VI  has  the 
following  text: 

"5.  In  order  to  promote  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security  vith 
the  least  diversion  of  the  world's  human  and  economic 
resources  for  armaments,  the  Security  Council,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee  referred  to 
in  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraph  9,  should  have 
the  responsibility  for  formulating  plans  for  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  system  of  regulation  of  armaments  for 
submission  to  the  members  of  the  Organization. 

A  proposition  to  amend  the  text  of  paragraph  5  to  the 
effect  that  the  production  of  armaments  should  be  reserved 
exclusively  to  governments  had  been  presented;  but  it  vas 
not  adopted  by  the  Committee.  After  a  vote  vas  taken,  the 
original  text  of  paragraph  5,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  vas  approved  by  Committee  III/l 
vithout  any  change. 

The  addition  of  several  paragraphs  to  Section  B  of 
Chapter  VI  had  been  proposed.  Some  of  these  amendments 
vere  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegates.  As  a  conse- 
quence, only  tvo  amendments  vere  discussed  by  the  Committee. 
The  first  one  vas  intended  to  give  to  the  Security  Council 
the  pover  to  enforce  the  execution  of  final  decisions  of  the 
'Permanent  Court  of  International  Justice  or  of  any  other 
tribunal  vhose  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  has  boon  recognized 
by  the  states  vho  are  parties  to  the  dispute.  The  second 
amendment  referred  to  the  participation  of  the  Security 
Council  in  the  process  of  election  of  Judges  for  the  Permanent 
Court  of  International  Justice,  which  should  bo  done  In  accord- 
ance vith  the  Statute  of  the  Court.  The  first  amendment  vas 
not  adopted  by  Committee  III/l  after  a  vote  vas  taken.  A 
decision  vas  adopted  to  refer  the  second  proposed  amendment  to 
Committee  IV/1  of  the  Conference. 
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In  this  manner,  the  consideration  of  Section  B,  Chap- 
ter VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  came  practically  to 
an  end  In  Committee  III/l  at  the  fourteenth  meeting  of  the 
Committee.  There  were,  however,  three  amendments,  the  con- 
sideration of  which  had  been  postponed  by  the  Committee  until 
Committee  11/2  had  completed  Its  work  on  proposed  amendments 
to  Chapter  V,  Section  B.  The  first  amendment  referred  to 
paragraph  1,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI.  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  and  was  Intended  to  limit  to  a  term  of  eight  years 
the  primary  responsibility  of  the  Security  Council  for  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security.  The  other 
two  amendments  concerning  paragraph  4  of  Section  B,  were 
intjnded  to  glvd  tb  tho'Oonural  Assembly  the  power  to  review 
the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council  and  also  to  recognize 
a  right  of  appeal  to  the  members  of  the  Organization  before 
the  General  Assembly  in  the  case  of  questions  that  do  not 
call  for  immediate  action.  At  the  twenty- fir at  meeting  of 
Committee  III/l,  held  on  June  13,  1945,  the  first  proposed 
amendment  was  submitted  to  a  vote  and  was  lost.  The  other 
two  amendments  were  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegates. 

The  text  of  Section  B,  as  approved  by  the  Committee, 
including  the  Canadian  amendment,  reads  as  follows: 

"Section  B.   Principal  Functions  and  Powers. 

1.  In  order  to  insure  prompt  and  effective 
action  by  the  Organization,  members  of  the  Organ- 
ization should  by  the  Charter  confer  on  the  Security 
Council  primary  responsibility  f6r  the  maintenance 
of  International  peace  and  security  and  should 
agree  that  In  carrying  out  these  duties  under  this 
responsibility  it  should  act  on  their  behalf.  The 
Security  Council  shall  submit  annual,  and  when 
necessary,  special  reports  to  the  GoneraT  Assembly 
ror  isTconsiaeratlon. 

2.  In  discharging  these  duties  the  Security 
Council  should  act  in  accordance  with  the  purposes 
and  principles  of  the  Organization. 

3.  The  specific  powers  conferred  on  the 
Security  Council  In  order  to  carry  out  these 
duties  are  laid  down  in  Chapter  VIII. 

4.  All  members  of  the  Organization  should 
obligate  themselves  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the 
Security  Council  and  to  carry  them  out  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  Charter. 
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5.  In  order  to  promote  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security  with 
the  least  diversion  of  the  world's  human  and  economic 
resources  for  armaments,  the  Security  Council,  with 
the  assistance  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee  re- 
ferred to  in  Chapter  VIII.  Section  B,  paragraph  9, 
vould  have  the  responsibility  for  formulating  plans 
for  the  establishment  of  a  system  of  regulation  of 
armaments  for  submission  to  the  member?  of  the 
Organization. 


H6ctor  David  Castro 
Rapporteur 
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COMMISSION  HI        Security  Council 

Oomite  1.  Organisation  et  Procedure. 


3RT 


SUITE  DU  RAL-T._  _       

LSS  SEOflONS  A(  B7~g  eT"D  DU  CHAF 


TRAVAUX  DU  COMITE 


iNCERNANT 


AJJiP      OAiUJkXW^O    £V*       Dp       \J      g  \i     U^     U\J      UI1AJ 

DE  DUMBARTON  OAKS,  80UMI3  PARTS" 


SECTION  B  DU  CHAPITRE  VI 

Son  Excellence  M»  John  Soflan^poulos,  President  du 
Cornice  III/l,  an nonce  que  le  Coralte"de  Coordination  de  la 
Conference  a  apt>rouve  la  proposition  du  Comite  III/l  qui 
re&ommande  que  toute  la  Section  B,du  £hapltre  VI  d§s  Propo- 

actions  dev Dumbarton  paks  solt  referee  a^oe  Comite,  ce  qui 
a  ete  fai$  a  la  Treizieme  Seance  du  Oomite  III/l.  Une  die- 
cusslog  generale  de  la  Section  B  s'ensult.  Cette  discussion 
terminee,  ohacun  des  Drojets  d^amendement  aux^d^vers  para- 
graphes  de  la  Section  B  est  presente  par  le  Delegue  aya^t 

^roit  et  lee  debats  reprennent  eur  chaque  amendement  sepa- 
rement. 

Le  tltre  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapltre  VI  des  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks  es$  }e  euivarjtx :  "Principaux  pouvolrs  et 
fonotionsw»  II  n'a  etg  propose  a  oe  titre  qufun  seul  amen- 
dement qui  9onslstait  a  elimlner  1;  mot  "Pri^ipaux" .  Qet 
amendement  etaijt  une  question  de  redaction  a  ete  renvoye 
au  Comite  de  Redaction. 

Le  texte  du  paragraphe  I  de  la  Section  B  est  comma 
suit  i 

Nl.  Afin  de  permettre  a  I1 Organisation  d'aglr 
prompt ement  et  effioaoement,  les  membres^de  I1 Orga- 
nisation devralent^  dans  la  Charte,,  ^onferer  au 
Consell  dt  Seourlte  la  responsablllte  e s sent ie lie 
en  oe  qui  oonoerne  le  maintien  de  la  paix  et  de  la 
securite  Internationales,  et  convenir  que,  dans 
I'exercioe  des  fonotions  lui  ineombant  de  oe  fait, 
le  Conseil  agit  en  leur  nom«fl 

De  nombreux  amend ements  a  oe  paragraphe  sorjt  proposes* 
Tous  09  rapportent  aux  pouvoirs  du  gonsell  de  Securite 
compares  aveo  oeux  de  I1 Assembles  Qenerale,  et  aux  relations 
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entre  ces  deux  groupea  de  pouvoira,  Plus!  euro  de  oea  amen* 
dements  eoulignent  la  neoeaaite  de  pr^iaer  davantage  lea 

fonotione  et  pouvoira  du  Oonaei).  de  Seourite*  Quelquea 
autrea  propositions  peuvent  ae  reaumer  oomme  auit  : 

(a)  Le  Conaeil^de  Security  deyrait  faire  dec  rapports 
d§  sea  travaux  a  I'Asaemblee  ^enerale;  (b)  I'Aaaemblee 
0-enerale  devralf  etre,ha£ilitee  a  eurvelllef  lea  travaux 
du  Conaeil  de  Secyrit^,  a  lea  apwouver  et  a  faire  dee 
recommandations  redigeea  en  vue  de  I1  observance  de  see 
obligations;  x  (c)  lea  pofcvoira  du-  Cohseil  de  Seourite 
devraient  etre  dimlnuea;  (d)  le  Conaeil  de  Slcurlt£  ne 
devrait  nl  etablir  ni  modifier  dea  prinolpee  ou  dea 
rfeglea  de  droit;  (e)  la  reaponaabllite  premiere  du 
main  ti  en  de  la  palx  et  de  la  scourite  Internationales, 
<jul  eat  une  fonotion  du  Gonaell  de  SecuritS,  devrait  lui 
etre  conferee  par  la  Charte  av*c  oertaines  restrictions 
et  pour  une  periode  de  huit  ana;  et  (f)  I'Aaeemblee  0*6- 
nirale  devrait  etre  la  plus  haute  autorite  de  I'Orgauilaatbn 
mala  le  Conseil  de  Securite  ne  devrait  pas  etre  un  simple 
organe  executif  de  I'Aseemblee;  au  contraire.  lorsgue 
l^asenfblee  Oen^rale  ne  siege  pas,  la  Conaeil  de  Seourite 
devrait  avoir  la  meme  competence  qu'elle  en  tout  oe  qui 
o  one  erne  la  paix  et  la  aeourite  oommunea* 

Xntre  toue  lea  amen  dements  proposes,  un  seul  eat^adopte 
par  le  Comite  III  /I.  II  a  £t£  pr^sente  par  M.  le  Delegue 
du  Canada  et  conatitue  I1  addition  suivante  au  paragraphs  1, 
Section  B9  Chapltre 


Le  Coneeil  de  Seourite  soumet  k  I'Aaaenblee  Oen^rale, 
pour  examen,  dea  rapport  a  annuela  et  en  oaa  de  beaoin, 
dea  rapnorts  apeclaux* 

Le  texte  original  du  paragraphs  1,  Section  B,  avee  oette 
addition!  eat  deflnitivement  adopte  par  le  C  omit  6  III  /I. 

Le  texte  du  paragraphe  2  de  la  Section  B,  Chapitre  VI 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  eat  redlg£  oomme  auit: 

&•  En  rempllasant  ces  fonotion  a,  le  Conaeil  de 
Seeurlte  devrait  aglr  conformement  aux  buta  et  pri- 
noipea  de  I1  Organisation. 

Deux  amendements  au  paragraphe  2  ont  ete  proposes* 
Lfun  prevoit  que  le  Conseil  de  Seourite  devrait  e'abetenlr  de 


rait  aurgir  aur  dea  questions  de  oe  genre  devrait  etre  re- 
tM  &  lTAgseiribl6e  a 6n 6 rale,  aur  lf  initiative  du  Oonseil  de 
Seouritl  ou  BUT  la  demande  de  toute  parti e  au  difffirend.  Le 
deuxieme  pro Jet  d'amendement  a  pour  objet  d1 as surer  que  le 
Conaeil  de  Seourltl  agiaae  non  aeulement  en  oonformiti  aux 
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but  e  et  aux  prlncipes  de  1?  Organisation,  mala  aussi  en 
oonformite  k  la  Chart  e,  et  qu'aucune  solution  drun  dif- 
ferend  ne  solt  Impose  a  un  Etat  si  cette  solution  est  de 
nature  k  lul  faire  perdre  oonflanoe  dans  sa  seourlt£  et 
dans  son  bien-etre  future.  La  premiere  proposition  est 
retiree  par  la  d6l6gue  qul  I1  a  presentee,  et  qul  la  conelde- 
ralt  plutot  oomme  une  observation;  la  deuxieme  est  rejetee 
par  le  vote  contralre  du  C?omit£.  Le  paragraphs  2,  Section  B 
demeure  done  sans  changement.  Le  texte  original  est  ap- 
prouve. 

Le  texte  du  paragraphe  3,  Section  B  ^Chapltre  VI  des 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  est  redige  oomme  suit: 

3.  Les  pouvolrs  propres  aocordes  au  Consell  de 
Seourite  en  vue  de'lui  permettre  de  rempllr  oes  fonotlons 
sont  exposes  au  Chapltre  VIII. 

Auoun  amendement  nfa  ete  propose  a  oe  paragraphs,  et 
le  Comite  III  /I  adopte  le  texte  original  sans  modification. 

Le  paragraphe  4,  Section  B,  Chapltre  VI  des  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Oaks  est  redlgl  oomme  suit: 

4.  Tpus  les  membres  de  I1  Organisation  devralent 
s  'engager  a  Accepter  'les  decisions  du  Coneell^de.  S&* 
ourite  et  a  les  executes  conformernent  aux'  disposition^: 
de  la  Chart  e. 

Plusleurs  amendements  au  paragraphe  4  ont  ete  presentee 
au  Comite  par  different  e  delegues.  L'un  de  oes  ^amendements 
attrlbue  a  l^Assemblee  General  e  le  pouvolr  de  reviser  les 
decisions  du  Consell;  un  autre  donne  aux  membres  de  I1  Or- 
ganisation le  drolt  d'appel  pour  les  questions  n'exlgeafct 
pas  des  me  sure  s  lmm£dla'tes;  un  troieieme  llmlte  aux  de- 
cisions qul  pourront  etre  prises  en  application  des  termes 
du  Chapltre  VIII  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  ^l1  ob- 
ligation ou  sont  les  Etats-membres  d1  accepter  les  decisions 
du  Consell  de  S6curlte. 

Aucun  des  amendements  proposes  n1  est  adopte  parlle  Comlt^ 
III  /I.  Plusleurs  ouestlons  de  redaction  sont  aooeptees  dans 
la  seule  intention  de  les  soumett^e  au  Comite  de  Coordination 
de  la  Conference.  Le  vote  du  Comite  III  /I  BUT  le  paragraphe 
4  de  la  Section  B,  Chapltre  VI  des  Porpo  sit  ions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  a  pour  resultat  V  adoption  du  texte  original  de  oe 
paragraphs. 

Le  paragraphe  5  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapltre  VI  est 
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5*  Afln  de  favoriser  1? 6tablissement  et  le  maintlen 
de  la  paix  et  de  la  eeourlte  Internationales,  en  oon- 
eaorant  une  proporitlon^aussi  faible  que  possible  des 
ressouroes  humalnes  et  eoonominuee  aux  armements,  le 
Oonseil  de  SScurlte,  aveo  I1 aide  du  Coral t 6  d'Etat-Major 
vise  au  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraphe  9,  devrait 
etre  charge  d1 elaborer  des  plans  pour  I1 etabliseement 
d'un  eysteme  de  reglementation  des  armements,  et  de 
les  eoumettre  aux  membres  de  I1 Organisation. 

Un  amendement  au  r>aragraphe  5  a  ete  presente,  visant  k 
reserver  exoluslvement  aux  gouvernements  la  fabrication  des 
armements,  mals  le  Comit£  ne  I1 a  pas  adopte.  Le  vote  Gur 
le  paragraphe  5,  Section  B,  Ohapltre  VI  des  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks  a  pour  r^sultat  I1 adoption  du  texte  original 
de  oe  paragraphe  sans  modification. 

Plusieurs  paragraphes  additionnels  ont  ete  proposes  pour 
la  Section  B  du  Chapltre  VI.  Plueieurs  de  ces  amendements 
ont  ete ^retires  par  les  del£gu£s  qul  les  avaient  presentes. 
En  consequence,  le  Coinite  n'a  que  deux  amendements  a  discuter. 
Le  premier  vise  a  attrlbuer  au  Conseil  de  Securite  le  pouvoir 
d'lmposer  I1 execution  des  decisions  definitives  de  la  Cour 
Permanente  de  Justice  Internationale  ou  de  tout  autre  tri- 
bunal dont  la  competence  en  I1 espfece  aurait  ete  reccnnue 
par  les  Etats  par-ties  a  un  differend.  Le  deuxleme  amendement 
se  rapporte  a  la  participation  du  Conseil  de  Securite  a  la 
procedure  d1  election  des  Jugee  de  la  Cour  Permanente  de  Ju- 
stice Internationale,  qui  devrait  avoir  lieu  conformement  au 
Statut  de  la  Cour.  Le  ComitS  vote  eur  les  deux  amendements. 
Le  premier  est  re J ete;  on  a  decide  de  referer  le  deuxleme  au 
ComltS  IV/l  de  la  Conference. 

De  cette  manlere,  1'examen  r)ar  le  Comlte  III/l  de  la 
Section  B,  Chapltre  'VI,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 
prit  virtuellement  fin  k  la  Quatorzleme  Beance  du  Comit^.  H 
restait  cependant  trois  amendements  dont  1'examen  avait  et6 
rpmls  i>ar  le  Ccmite  Jusqu'a  ce  que  le  Comlte  II/2  alt  ter- 
mine  see  travaux  sur  les  amendements  proposes  au  Chapitre  V, 
Section  B.  Le  premier  amendement  se  rapportalt  au  paragraphe 
1  de  la  Section  B,  Ohapitre  VI,, des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  et  vlsait  k  limit er  a  un  terme  de  hult  ans  le  mandat 
primitif  du  Conseil  de  Securite  de  maintenlr  la  paix  et  la 
seourlts  Internationales.  Les  deux  autres  amendements,  relatlfs 
au  paragraDhe  4  de  la  Section  B,  tendaient  a  donner  k  I'As- 
sembl6e  &6n6rale  le  drolt  de  statuer  sur  les  decisions  du 
Conseil  de  Securite  et  a  reconnaltre  aux  Membres  de  lf Or- 
ganisation un  drolt  d'appel  k  1! Assemble  <*6nerale  pour  les 
questions  qul  ne  neoessltent  pas  une  action  immediate.  A  la 
ringt-et-unleme  Stance  du  ComitS  III/l,  tenue  le  13  Juln  1945, 
le  premier  de  oes  amendements  fut  mis  aux  voix  ,et  rejet^;  les 
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deux  autres  furent  retires  par  les  del£gu£s  respeotlfs. 

Le  texte  de  la  Section  B,  sous  la  forme  approuvee  par 
le  Comlte  et  comprenant  I'amendement  oanadien,  est  redlg6 
comme  suit) 

It  Afln  d1 assurer  I1 action  raplde  et  efflcaoe  de 
I1 Organisation,  see  membree  doivent  confer er,  dans  la 
Chart*,  au  Consell  de  8&curlte  la  responsablllt^es- 
sentlelle  pour  le  malntlen  de  la  palx  et  de  la  securlte 
Internationales,  et  reoonnaltre  que,  en  s'acqulttant 
des  devoirs  qul  lul  Impose  cette  responsablllte,  le 
Oonsell  de  Securltl  aglt  en  leur  nom.  Le  Oonsell  dfi 
S^curltl  eoumet  &  I'Aesemblee  Q^nerale*  pour  examen . 
des  rapports  annuels  et  en  oas  de  besoln.  dee  rapports 
speolaux. 

2.  En  B! acquit tan t  de  oes  devoirs,  le  Consell  de 
S£curlt£  dolt  aglr  conformement  aux  buts  et  prlnclpes 
de  1  Organisation • 

3. f  Les  pouvolrs  propres  conferee  au  Consell  de 
Securlte  pour  lul  permettre  de  s'aoqultter  de  ces 
devoirs  eont  d&flnls  au  Chapltre  VIII. 

4.  Tpus  les  mentor  es  de  lf Organisation  devralent 
s1 engager  a  accepter  les  decisions  du  Consell  de  Se- 
curlte et  a  les  executer  oonformement  aux  dispositions 
de  la  Charte, 

5.  Afln  de  favor Iser  I1 etabllssement  et  le  malntlen 
de  la  palx  et  de  la  eecurlt6  Internationales,  en  oon- 
sacrant  une  proporltlon  aussl  falble  que  possible  des 
reesouroes  humalnes  et  economiques  aux  armements,  le 
Consell  de  Securite,  avec  I1 aide  du  Comlt4  d'Etat- 
Major  vise  au  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraphe  9, 
devralt  etre  charge  dfelaborer  dee  plans  pour  I1 Eta- 
bllssement dfun  systeme  de  reglementatlon  des  arme- 
ments, et  de  les  soumettre  aux  membree  de  1! Organisation, 

Hector  David  Castro  (San  Salvador) 
Rapporteur 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  DOC..  970  (ENGLISH) 

e  III/1/49 

June  14,  1945 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Commit too  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


AGENDA  FOR  TWENTY- SECOND  AND  TWENTY-THIRD  MEETINGS 
OF  COMMITTJflBj  III/l 

June  14,  19^5j  .11  a-»*  and  8;30  £»5J. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at.  previous  meeting 

(2)  Continuation  of  consideration  of  voting  procedure  in 
the  Security  Council  applicable  to  the  recommendation 
of  a  Secretary-General  (paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chap- 
tor  V,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals) 

(3)  Consideration  of  tho  roport  of  Subcommittee  III/l/C 
on  rocolpt  and  consideration  by  tho  General  Assembly 
of  reports  of  tho  Security  Council  (paragraph  8*  Sec- 
tion B,  Chapter  V,  .of  tho  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals) 

(4)  Consideration  of  the  Roport  of  the  Rapporteur  on  Sec- 
tions B,  C,  and  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  tho  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals 

(5)  Other  business 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  ?i!/i%9  (FttBiCH) 

on  International  Organization  June  14,  1945 


COMMISSION   HI        Security  Council 

Comlte  1   Organisation  et  Pr»c£dure 

QKDRE  DU  JOUR  DBS  VINST-DEUXIEME  ET  VINHT-ThOISIEME  SEANCES 

DU  OQMITE""IlI/l 

JJt  Jilin  1946.  il  heures  et  J2fi  heures  JJQ 

(1)  Expose  des  trevaux  accomplis  fe,  la  stance  pr^c^dente 

(2)  Suite  de  1'examen  de  la  procedure  de  vote  au  Conseil 
de  S£curit£,  applicable  fe  la  recommandation  concernant 
un  Secr6tt ire-Gen6ral  (paragraphe  4,  Section  B,  Chapitre 
V  dee  Propositions  de  Dxunbai*ton  Oaks) 

(3)  Examen  du  Re  >port  du  Sous-Comit^  III/l/C  sur  la 
reception  et  1'examen  par  l!Assemblee  G6n6rale  dee 
rfpports  du  Conseil  de  Securit6  (paragraphe  8,  Section 
B,  Chapitre  V,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks.) 

(4)  Examen  du  Rapport  du  Rapporteur  sur  les  Sections  B,Cc 
et  D  du  Chapitre  VI  des  Prepositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks. 

(5)  Autres  questions. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  Doc'  984  (ENGLISH)* 

e  III/1/52 

June  14,  1945 

COMMISSION   HI         Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  TWENTY- SECOND  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  1 1  I/I 
Veterans  Building,  Room  £23 ,  June  1JJ-,  1945,  at  11:10  a.m. 


The  meeting  was  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at 
11:10  a.m.   He  stated  that  the  discussion,  begun  at  the  pre- 
vious meeting,  of  the  voting  procedure  in  the  Security  Coun- 
cil for  the  nomination  of  the  Secretary-General  was  still 
open. 

1.   Further  Discussion  of  Voting  Procedure  for  Nomination 
"of  a  Secretary-General 

The  Delegate  of  India,  referring  to  the  exposition  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Soviet  Delegation  at  the  previous  meet- 
ing, of  the  reasons  why  the  Secretary-General  should  be 
nominated  with  the  concurring  votes  of  the  five  permanent 
members,  presented  another  point  of  view  in  support  of  this 
procedure.   As  the  Security  Council  was  composed,  all 
continuity  of  experience  and  knowledge  of  the  Secretary- 
General  !s  work  over  a  continuous  period  of  time  would  be 
confined  to  the  permanent  members  because  the  non-permanent 
member3  were  to  be  elected  for  a  short  term  and  would  not 
be  eligible  for  reelection.   Therefore,  the  permanent 
members  were  in  the  best  position  to  choose  the  Secretary- 
General,  with  whom  they  had  to  work  closely.   Moreover, 
the  non-permanent  members  would  not  benefit  if  the  concur- 
ring votes  of  the  permanent  members  wore  not  required 
because  the  five  permanent  members  could  form  a  bloc  to 
prevent  the  nomination  of  a  candidate.  As  for  the  decision 
in  Corral t tee  II/l,  the  Indian  Delegation  regarded  the  main 
issue  thcr^  to  be  the  number  of  deputy  secretaries-general. 
Since  the  decision  had  been  reached  in  another  committee 
on  the  previous  evening  that  there  were  to  be  no  deputies, 
tho  Indian  JDcingacion  now  felt  that  it  could  support  the 
requiremc::v.  for  nomination  of  the  Secretary-General  desired 
by  the  sponsoring  governments  and  France.   The  Delegate  of 
India,  however,  mode  an  earnest  appeal  to  the  Soviet 
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Delegation  not  to  bring  the  matter  of  the  deputies  before 
the  Commission.  He  declared  that  If  the  matter  were 
reopened,  he  would  reserve  the  right  to  reopen  the  question 
of  the  selection  of  the  Secretary-General. 

The  Delegate  of  Iraq  felt  that  this  Committee  was  not 
discussing  tho  merits  or  demerits  of  the  concurrence  of  the 
five  permanent  members  In  the  nomination  of  tho  Score tary- 
Ooneral.  This  had  been  settled  by  the  Yalta  formula  for 
voting  in  the  Security  Council.  It  was  only  logical  to  re- 
gard the  nomination  as  a  matter  of  substance. 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  paid  tribute  to  the 
sincerity  land  honosty  of  those  who  had  opposed  approval  of 
tho  Yalta  formula.  With  respect  to  the  subjuct  under  con- 
sideration, he  pointed  out  that  although  the  Security 
Council  was  to  nominate  tho  Secretary-General ,  the  Assembly 
could  still  exercise  a  "veto11  over  tho  choice.  This  he 
considered  to  be  a  highly  desirable  arrangement  because  tho 
Secretary-General  should  have  the  confidence  of  bct»i  the 
Assembly  and  the  Security  Council,  though  it  was  mo^e 
Important  that  he  be  acceptable  to  tho  latter,  sinco  ho  had 
to  work  so  closely  with  this  continuoua  body.  Furthermore, 
ho  believed  that  when  the  Yalta  formula  respecting  rrr.otors 
othor  than  procedure  had  been  adopted,  tho  method  of  noting 
on  the  nomination  of  tho  Secretary-General  had  also  been 
settled.  Obviously,  tho  action  of  the  other  committee, 
since  it  did  not  have  competence  in  this  matter,  was  void. 

The  Colombian  Delegate  expressed  his  appreciation  of 
the  United  States  Delegate's  tribute  to  those  who  had  lost 
the  fight  over  tho  Yalta  formula.  He  pledged  the  loyal 
support  of  his  country  to  the  Organization. 

The  Delegate  of  Australia  declared  that  thoae  who  had 
opposed  the  Yalta  formula  would  bo  less  than  human  not  to 
appreciate  the  generous  and  pleasing  sentiments  of  the 
Delegate  of  the  United  States.  Though  there  had  been  hard 
blows  struck  In  the  debate,  they  had  been  struck  for  tho 
benefit  of  the  future  Organization.  Ho  concurred  with  the 
interpretation  by  the  Delegates  of  India  and  the  United 
States.  He  pointed  out  that  tho  only  important  problem  in 
the  way  of  finishing  the  business  of  the  Conference  was 
the  formula  for  amendments. 

The  Delegate  of  Czechoslovakia  emphasized  that  tho 
nomination  of  the  Secretary-General  could  not  bo  regarded 
as  a  procedural  matter  because  of  the  importance  of  his 
position  in  tho  Organization.  Sinco  it  vas  one  of  his 
duties  Mto  bring  to  tho  attention  of  the  Security  Council 
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any  matter  which  in  his  opinion  may  threaten  international 
peace  and  security",  hia  selection  might  be  of  greater 
importance  than  many  of  the  other  duties  of  the  Security 
Council.  Taking  a  practical  view  of  the  question,  his 
Delegation  felt  that  the  unanimity  of  the  great  powers  on 
this  question  was  essential  in  order  to  reduce  to  a  minimum 
the  possibility  of  friction  among  them.  Moreover,  the 
position  of  the  Secretary-General  would  be  greatly 
strengthened  if  he  were  nominated  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  five  permanent  members. 

The  Delegate  of  Iran  declared  that,  now  that  the  Yalta 
voting  formula  had  been  approved,  he  had  no  desire  to 
reopen  a  discussion  of  its  merits  and  faults.  With  respect 
to  the  nomination  of  the  Secretary-General,  ho  agreed  that 
it  was  not  within  the  competence  of  Committee  II/2.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  question  of  what  was  procedure 
and  what  was  not  would  constantly  arise  in  the  Security 
Council.  Therefore,  there  should  be  a  competent  body  to 
decide  this  question.  Ho  agreed  that  the  nomination  of 
the  Secretary-General  was  not  a  matter  of  procedure,  and 
that  the  voting  formula  had  been  settled  as  far  as  this 
Committee  was  concerned. 

The  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands  believed  that  the 
Secretary-General  would  be  one  of  the  most  important 
elements  in  making  the  Organization  strong  and  efficient. 
It  would  be  disastrous  if  ho  could  not  work  with  the  fivo 
powers.  His  term  of  office  was  also  an  important  consid- 
eration, and  if  the  Committee  agrood  upon  the  voting 
formula  for  his  nomination  the  Netherlands  Delegation  might 
have  to  ask  for  a  reconsideration  of  this  subject.  Whether 
or  not  the  provision  were  adopted  by  which  the  fivo  powers 
should  concur  on  the  nomination  of  the  Secretary- General, 
ho  believed  that  thoy  would  of  necessity  come  to  an  agree- 
ment upon  it.  The  only  reason  for  the  provision  was  the 
fear  that  at  tho  last  moment  one  of  tho  five  powers  might 
change  its  mind. 

Tho  Cuban  Delegate,  appreciative  of  tho  tribute  paid 
to  tho  opponents  of  the  Yalta  'formula  by  the  Delegate  of 
tho  United  States,  pledged,  for  the  present,  his  -country's 
acceptance  of  the  Committee's  decision.  Ho  did  so  in  the 
hope  that  defects  in  tho  Organization  might  later  be 
changed  in  order  to  carry  out  the  ideals  of  improvement 
expressed  by  the  late  Prealdent  Roosevelt  and  confirmed  by 
Secretary  of  State  Stettinius. 

Tho  Delegate  of  Peru  declared  that  he  was  now  prepared 
to  support  the  concurrence  of  tho  fivo  permanent  members 
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for  the  nomination  of  the  Secretary-General.  He  explained 
that  Peru  had  voted  against  this  formula  for  the  election 
of  deputies,  not  because  he  thought  there  should  be  none, 
but  because  his  Delegation  was  convinced  that  they  should 
not  be  political  appointments. 

As  a  result  of  suggestions  agreed  upon  by  the  Delegates 
of  Australia,  United  States,  and  China,  a  method  of  action 
upon  the  question  of  voting  procedure  in  the  Council  for 
the  nomination  of  tho  Secretary-General  was  outlined  as  fol- 
lows: Tho  Chairman  should  report  to  the  Steering  Committee 
a  summary  of  the  conclusions  reached  by  Committee  III/l, 
without  offering  any  formal  amendment  to  the  language  of 
Chapter  V,  Suction  B,  paragraph  4. 

The  Delegate  of  Belgium  wanted  to  make  quite  clear 
that  his  Delegation  had  not  changed  its  opinion  on  the 
method  of  voting  for  the  nomination  of  tho  Secretary-General. 
If  the  text  concerning  the  nomination  of  the  Secretary- 
Guneral,  drafted  by  Committee  I  I/I,  hod  been  valid,  he 
would  have  submitted  it  In  this  Committee  as  an  amendment. 
Therefore,  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  had  simply 
withdrawn  the  amendment  which  he  favored  in  order  to  avoid 
a  vote. 

Decision:  rt  was  unanimously  agreed  b£  an 

t          " 


affirmative  voIeTo?^?  that  the  ChalrmajT"ahQuld 
report  to  tho  Steering  Committee  as  follows: 

1.  Since  Committee  II/l  hr.d  no  authority  to 
incorporate  the  words  "made  by  an  affir- 
mative vote  of  seven  member  B"  in  the  text 
of  Chapter  V,  Section  B,  paragraph  4,  that 
action  was  null  and  void. 

2.  No  other  amendment  had  been  presented  in 
Committee  III/l  respecting  the  language 
of  this  paragraph. 

3.  The  voting  procedure  in  the  Security 
Council  for  other  than  procedural  matters, 
approved  by  Committee  III/l  at  Its 
twentieth  meeting  on  June  13,  1945,  at 
10:30  a.m.,  is  applicable  to  the  nomina- 
tion of  the  So  c  rotary-  Goner  al. 


Tho  meeting  adjourned  at  1:10  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  984  (FHENCH)* 

on  International  Organization  JuNE^t2  1945 


COMMISSION  III       Security  CouncU 

Comlte  1   Organ! eat ion  et 


CQMPTE-RENDU  RESUME  DE  IA  VINGT-DEUXIEME  SEANCE  DU  OOMITE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  salle  223.  14  Juin  1945.  11  h  10 

Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a,ll^h  10  et  declare ,quf on 
va  reprendre  la  discussion,  oommenoee  a  la  seance  precedente, 
concernant  la  procedure  de  vote  au  Conseil  de  Securite  pour 
la  designation  da  Secretaire  Gene'ral. 

1.   Suite  de  la  discussion  sur  la  procedure  de  vote  pour  la 
nomination  d'un  Secretaire  General 

Le  Delegu^  $e  1'Inde,  rqppelant  I1  expose  fait  par  le  Pije- 
sident  de  la  Delegation  sovietique  au  cours  de  la  seance  prece- 
dente,   des  raisons  ppur  le^quelles  les  cinq  njerabres  ijexjmanent^, 
devraient  concourir  a  la ^ designation  du  Secretaire  General,   pre- 
sent^ un  autre  argument  a  l*appui  de  ,oette ^procedure.     Etant 
donne  la  composition  du  Ceneeil  £e  Seourite,   les  membres  pe,r- 
manente, s^ront  seuls  a  avoir  vu  a  1'ceuvre  le   Secretaire  Gene- 
ral et  a  etre  au  courant  de  son  actlvite  pendant  une  periods 
de  temps ^ininterrsmpue,   du  fait  que,  les  membres  non  permanents 
del  vent  etre  e'lus  pour  une  breve  perlode  et  qu'ils  ae  aont 
pas  reeliglbles.     II  s'ensult  que   les  ,membres  j^rmanents  sent 
les  mieux  places  pour  cholsir  le  Secretaire  Gengral,,  avec  le- 
quel  ils  doivent  travalller  en  collaboration  tree  etroite.     En 
outre,    11  n'y  avrait  aucun  avantage  pour  les  membres  non  per- 
manents a  ce  qu!on  nfexlge  pas  le  vote  dee  cinq  membres*perma~ 
nents,   parce  que  ceux-ci  pcurraient  f^ire  b^ro  pour  empechex; 
la  designation  d'un  Candida t.     Quant  a  la  decision  di   Ccmite 
I I /I, la  Delegation  de  I'Inde  considers  que  la ^question ^princi- 
pale  qul  ee  p&o&  est  celle  du  n ombre  des  Secretaires,  generally 
adjoint B»     Fuisque  la  veil^e  au  soir  un  autre  Ccnjite  a  decide 
^u!il  n'y  aura  pas  de  secretaires  adjointe,   la  Delegation  de 
lflnde  estlme  malntenant  pouvoir  appuyer  la  $emande  des  gouver- 
nenjente  invitants  et  de  la  Frace  visant  la  designation^  8e- 
cret^ire  General.     Dependant,   11  prie  lixstHmnerib  ^a  Delegation 
sovietique  de  ne  pas  porter  la  question  dee  secretaires  adjeiqts 
devant  la  Commission.     81  la  question  etalt  rouverte,   11  se  re- 
eerxveralt  l,e  Adroit  de  revenir  sur  la  question  du  oholx  du  Se- 
cretaire General. 
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Le  Delegue  de  lflrak  estime  qua  le  Comite /nl examine  pas 
le  pour  et  le  contrp  dans  ,la  question  de  lf^grement  ,des  cinq 
membree  permanent  g,  ^  It}  designation  du  Secretaire  general 
Cette  question  a  ete  reglee  p^r  la  formule  d*  Yalta  concernant 
le  vote  au  Cons^il  de  Securite.     II  eat  de  simple  logique  de 
considerer  la  designation  comme  une  question  de  fond. 

%         Le  Delegue  des  E^ats-Unis  rend  horamage^a  la  sincerite  et 
a  la  bonne  fol  de  ceux  qui  se  sont  opposes  a  I1 adoption  de  la 
formule  de  Yalta.     En  ce  qui  concerne  1'objet  du  debat,   1\ 
fait  ,reraarquer  que,  ,flfil  apgartient  au  Conse,!!  de  Securlte 
de  designer  le  Secretaire  General,   I'Asseblee  peut  toujours 
exercer%unvdrolt  de  veto  el  elle  n'approuve  pas  le  cholx. 
C!est  la,    a, son  avis,  ,un  arrangement  des  plus  satisfalsants 
car  le  Secretaire  General  doit  avo^r  la  confiance  aussi  blen 
de  I'Assemblee  que  du  Coneell  de  Securlte',  blen  qu1 11  Importe 
davantage  qu'il  soit  le  blenvenu  aupres  de  ce  dernier,   puis- 
qufll  doit  travailler  en  el  etroite  collaboration  avec  ce 
groupe  permanent.     En  outre,   lorsque  fut  adoptee  la  formule 
de  Y^lta  relative  aux  Questions  autres  que  les  questions  de 
procedure,    la  methode  a  suivre  pour^e  vote   sur  la  designation 
du  Secretaire  General  a  ete  reglee  egalement. 

Le  Delegue  de  la  Colorable  remercie  ±e  Delegue  des  Etats- 
Unle  de  I'hommage  qu!ll  vient  de  rendre  a  ceux  qui  ont  perdu 
la  batallle  livree  autour  de  la  formule  de  Yalta.     II  prend 
I1 engagement  que  son  pays  soutiendra  loyalement  I1 Organisation. 

I^e  De'legue'  de  1'Auetralle  declare  que  ceux  qui  se  sont 
opposes  a  la formule  de  Yalta  ne  seralent  vralment  pas  humalns 
s'lls  n!agpreclaient  les  sentiments  generaux  et  synrpathlques 
du  Dele'gue^es  E^ats-Un^s.     Sans  doute,    on  s^st  battu  ferme  au 
cours  du  debat,   mais  c^tait  pour  le  blen  de  ^a  future  organi- 
sation.    II  se  range  a  lf interpretation  dennee  par  les  Dele- 
gues  de  1'Jnde  et  des  Etats--Unie  et  souligne  le  fait  que%le 
seul  probleme  important  qnl Create  a  resoudre  avant  l!acheve- 
ment  des  travaux  de  la  Conference  est  la  question  de  la  for- 
mule a  adopter  ooncernant  les  am  en dements. 

Le pelegue ^de  Tcheooelovaqule     souligne ^que  la  designation 
du  Secretaire  General  ne  sauralt  etrp  consideree  comme  une 
question  de  simple  procedure,    etant  donne  I1 importance  de  ea 
situation  dans  I1 Organisation.     Comme  lfun^de  see  devoirs 
est  "d'attlrer  l!attention  du  Consell  de  Securlte  sur  toute  af- 
faire ,qul,    selon  son  opinion-,   peut  menacer  ^a  paix  ^t,la  ee- 
ourlte  Internationales11,   le  choix  d!un  Secretaire  General 
peut  avoir;  plus  df  importance  que,bien  d'autres  devoirs  dont 
eet  charge  le  Consei^  $e  Securlte.     En  Augean t  la  chose  du  point 
devue. pratique,    sa  Delegation  est  arrivee  a  la  conviction  que 
lfunanimlte  des  grandee  Puissances  BUT  oette  question  est 
essentielle  si  1'on  veut  r*<tulre  au  minimum  les  risques  de 
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fpiotJon  entre  ellss.  De  plus,  la  situation  du  Secretaire 
General  ee  trouverait  granaement  rafferraie  du  fait  que  lea 
cinq  membres  perznanents  aurabnt  donne  leur  agrement  a  ea 
designation* 

Le  De'le'gue  de  I1  Iran  declare  que,  ^maintenant  que  la  / 
formule  de  vote  de  Yalta  a  e'te  ap^rouvee,  11  n!a  aucun  de- 
sir  de  reinettre  en  question  une  ,de'clsion  qul  a  e'te  prise 
sur  see  avantages  et  sea  inconverjlente.  En  ce  qui  concerne 
la  designation  du  Secretaire  General,  11  est  d1  accord  qu'elle 
nrest  pas  de  la  competence  du  Comite  U/2.  Il^croit  cepen- 
dant  que  la  question  de  savolr  ce  qul  est  procedure  et,ce    , 
qui  ne  I1  est  pas  se  posera  conetanment  au  Coneeil  dd  Securite, 
C'est  pourquol  11  devrait  y  avoir  un  organisme  ^competent  pour 
fcrancher  cette  question.  II  convient  que  la  designation  du 
Secretaire  General  n1  est  pas  une  affaire  de  procedure  et  que  la 
question  de  ,la  formule  ^e  vote  a  e'te'  re'^le'e  pour  ce  qui  con- 
cerne le  present  Comite* 

Le  De'le'gue  des  ^ajrs-Bas  croit  que  le  Secretaire  GeWr^l 
representera  un  des  elements  Importants  qul  contrlbueront  a 
rendre  I1  Organisation  forte  et  efflcace,  II  seralt  desae- 
treux  qu1  11  ne  puiese  coqperer  ^vec  lee  cinq  Puissances. 
La  duree  de  /son  mandat  ne'rite  e'galement  un  examen  se'rleux  et4 
si  le  Comite  se  met  ^accord  sur  le  mole  de  vote  applicable  a 
ea  designation,  la  Delegation  des  Pays-Bag  pourra  se  trouver 
obligee  de  demander  que  cette,  question  soit  reexaminee.   Les 
cinq  Puissances  trouveront  necessalreinent  un  terrain  d!en- 

du  fait  que  la  disposition  prevoyant  sa 


a'Ci^u  par  lee  cinq  Puissances  soit  adoptee  ou  non.  La 
seule  r%lscn  d!etre  de  la  disposition  est  la  crdnte.qu'au 
dernier  moment  I1  une  des  cinq  Puissances  ne  vienne  a  changer 


Le  De'legue  de  Cuba  est  sensible  a  1'hommage  qui  xa,  e'te' 
rendu  aux  adversaires  de  la  fornule  de  Yalta  par  le  Delegue 
des  Etats-Unls  et  11  gromet,   pour  le  moment,    I1  acceptation, 
par  son  pays,    de  la  decision  du  Comite.     II  fait  cette  pro- 
meese  dans  I'espoir  que,   plus  tard,   on  pour&a  remedier  aux 
defauts  de  I1  Organisation,  ,afin  de  reallser  I1  Ideal  ^  pro- 
gres  formule  par  feu  le  President  Roosevelt  et  reitere  par 
le  Secretaire  dlEtat  Stettinius. 

Le  De'legue  du  Perou  est  ioah  tenant  dispose  a  appuyer 
la  disposition  ^prevoyant  I1  agrement  des  clnQ  membres  per- 
manente  a  la  designation  du  Secretaire  GeneVal.     II  expli- 
que  que,    si  le  Perou  a  vote  contre  I1  adoption  de  cette 
formule,  Jpour'  I1  lleotlon  de  Sedr4taireB-PdJointef  ce  n'est;. 
pas  parSj^ou1!!  t>erfse.it  c^u'll  nf»  devalt"  r)ac  yrv61r  d^djo 
v>ar-oc  ^ue  ea.  Deleft  Ion  £tr.it  convfilricuc  ou'il  n^ 
'  le  'do  "d^Blgnatlons  d'ordre  polltique. 
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,  ,  A,  la  suite  de  suggestions  auxquelles  se  rallient  lee 
Deleguee  ,de  l^ustralie,  des  Etata-Unie  et  de  la,  Chine, 
le  Comite  est  sals!  du  projet,de  decision  ol-apres  c  on- 
ce rn^nt  la,  question  de/  la  procedure  de  vote  au  Con  sell 
de  Securite  pour  la  designation  du  Secretaire  General:, 
le  President  remettra  au  Comlte  de  Direction  un  resume 
des  contusions  auxquelles  est  arrive  le  Comlte  III/l, 
sans  suggerer  d1  amendement  f  ormel  au  texte  du  Chapltre  V  , 
Section  B,  paragraphe  4* 

Le  De'le'gije  beige  tlent  a  preclser  que  sa  delegation 
n'a  pas  change  dj  opinion  en  ce  qul  concerns  le  nrode,  de 
vote  applicable  a  la^  designation  du  Secretaire  General,^ 
£}1  lo  toxte'  rolfctlf  a  Met  designation  du  Secretaire  General, 
etabll  par  le,  Ce'ttltfe  Il/I.  avait  e'te  valable,   11  I1  aural  t 
soumis  au  ^resent  Comite  a  tltre  d1  amendement.     C'est  pour- 
quo!  11  de'sire  qu!ll  soit  blen  entendu  qu^il  a  slmplement 
retire  son  amendement  dans  I1  intention  d'evlter  un  scrutin. 

Decision:  II  est  decide  a  l^nanimlte',  par  37  voix  , 
que  le  President  adressera  au  Comite  de  Direction  le 
rapport  <U-apree: 

1.  Le  Comite  II/l  n'ayant  pas  qualite'  pour  inse- 
rer  les  mots  !lpar  un  vote  affirmatlf  Ce  sept 
membres"  dans  le  texte  du  (Jhapltre  V,  Sec- 
tion B,  paragraphe  4,  la  decision  de  ce  Comi- 
te est  nulle  et  non  avenue. 

2.  Aucun  autre  amendement  au  texte  de  ce  paragra- 
phe nfa  ete  presente  au  Comite 


3.  La  procedure  de  vote  au  Conseil  de  Securlte  dans 
les  questions  autres  que  les  questions^  de  pro- 
ce^ure,  ^approuvee  par  le  Comlte'  III/l  a  sa  ving- 
tieiue  seapce,  le  13  Juln  1945,  10  h  30,  e  ^ap- 
plicable a  la  designation  du  Secretaire  Gene- 
ral* 


La  seance  est  levee  a  13  h  10 
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COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

CORRIGENDUM  TO  SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  TWENTY-  SECOND  MEETING 


Doc.  984  (English),  II  1/1/52 

Page  1,  paragraph  2.  Delete  the  fift*  sentence  and 
substitute  the  following: 

"As  for  Lhe  decision  in  Committee  II/l,  the  Indian 
Delegation  regarded  the  uiain  issue  there  to  be  the  inclu- 
sion of  deputy  secretaries  and  the  applicability  of  the 

Yalca  voting  procedure  to  their  appolnbrnont." 
4895 

The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  uwl 

June  IS,  1945 

COMMISSION  in        Security  Council 

Comlte  1      Organisation  et  Proclflure 


Aft"  COMPTE-RENDU  RESUj*E  DE  LA  VINOT-DKKaffll  SEANCE 
Dtt  COMITE  III/l.  LE  ^  JUIN  1948 

(Pqe.  984  (Frenoh)  .  III/1/62) 

Page  1,  allnia  No.  1:  Supprlmer  la  olnnui^me  phrase  et 
la  remplaoer  par  le  texte  sulvant: 


"Quant  k  la  decision  du  Comlte  II/l,  la 
de  1'Inde  oonsldere  que  la  question  prlnclpale  qul  ee  pose 
Ik  eat  oelle  de  I1  Inclusion  de  Secretaires  g^neraux  ad  Joints 
et  de  la  poseibilite  d'appliquer  la  procedure  de  vote  de 
Yalta  k  leur  nomination.1* 
4896 
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June  15,   1945 

COMMISSION  HI        Security  CouncU 

Committee  1  Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OT  TWENTY-THIRD  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE 
Veterans  Building,  Room  223.  June  14,  1945.  8;45  £.m. 

The  meeting  vas  called  to  order  by  the  ^Chairman  at 
8:45  p.m. 

1.  Consideration  £f  the  Report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/C 

The  Chairman  recalled  that  at  the  sixth  meeting  of  the 
Steering  Committee  on  June  8,  1945,  it  vas  agreed  that  the 
proposed  text  of  Chapter  V,  Section  B,  paragraph  8,  as 
adopted  by  Committee  II/2,  be  referred  back  to  that  Committee 
for  consultation  by  it  with  Committee  III/l,  and  if  neces- 
sary and  desirable,  with  Committee  HI/3,  in  order  that 
there  be  prepared  a  jointly  agreed  upon  redraft  of  the  'para- 
graph. The  paragraph  in  question  related  to  the  matter  of 
the  receipt  and  consideration  by  the  General  Assembly  of 
reports  of  the  Soourity  Council.  He  stated  that  Subcom- 
mittees III/l/C  and  II/2/B  had  met  In  joint  session  on 
June  11  and  readhod  agreement  on  a  now  text  of  paragraph  8, 
Section  B,  Chapter  V.  Tho  joint  report  of  the  tvo  subcom- 
mittees had  been  considered  on  the  previous  day,  June  13, 
by  Committee  II/2,  vhich  had  approved  the  new  text  of  the 
paragraph  with  certain  modifications.  It  had  also  approved 
on  interpretation  relative  to  the  paragraph. 

Dr.  V.  K.  Wellington  Koo,  Chairman  of  Subcommittee 
III/l/C,  who  had  presided  at  the  joint  meeting,  submitted 
the  joint  report  of  the  tvo  Subcommittees  (Doc*  920).  He 
called  attention  to  the  redraft  of  the  paragraph  8  which 
had  been  adopted  by  the  tvo  Subcommittees  voting  by  separate 
roll  call.  The  Chairman  requested  the  Secretary  to  read 
the  text  of  a  memorandum  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
Committee  II/2  (WD  291),  reporting  that  Committee  II/2  had 
approved  paragraph  8,  Section  B,  Chapter  V,  in  the  following 
amended  form: 
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11 8.  The  General  Assembly  should  receive 
and  consider  annual  and  special  reports  from  the 
Security  Council}  such  reports  should  Include  an 
account  of  the  measures  vhlch  the  Security  Council 
has  adopted  or  applied  to  maintain  International 
peace  and  security* 

"The  General  Assembly  should  receive  and 
consider  reports  from  the  other  bodies  of  the 
Organization." 

Committee  11/2  had  also  accepted  an  Interpretation  vitn 
respect  to  this  paragraph  vhich  reads  as  follows: 

"That  paragraph  8  does  not  limit  in  any 
vay  the  powers  of  the  Assembly  set  forth  in  para- 
graphs 1  and  6,  and,  consequently,  when  the  General 
Assembly  is  considering  reports  from  the  Security 
Council  it  may  exercise  the  powers  of  discussion 
and  recommendation  stated  in  those  paragraphs.11 

The  Delegate  of  Belgium  observed  that  at  the  joint 
meeting  of  the  two  Subcommittees,  the  Belgian  Representative 
had  supported  the  view  thftt  the  General  Assembly  should  be 
enabled  to  moke  recommendations  relative  to  the  reports  of 
the  Security  Council.  He  folt  that  since  there  vas  general 
agreement  that  the  General  Assembly  had  this  right,  it  would 
have  been  preferable  to  have  so  stated  in  the  text.  However, 
he  was  willing  to  accept  the  text,  as  approved  by  Committee 
II/2,  if  this  Committee  unanimously  agreed  that  the  General 
Assembly  had  the  right  to  make  recommendations.  He  pointed 
out  that  the  voting  procedure  adopted  at  the  joint  meeting 
had,  in  effect,  given  two  votes  to  the  three  delegations 
which  had  membership  on  both  Subcommittees. 

The  Delegate  of  Brazil  stated  that  he  appreciated  the 
difficulties  with  which  the  Chairman  of  the  joint  meeting  had 
been  faced  as  regards  voting  procedure,  but  objected  to  the 
assignment  of  two  votes  to  certain  delegations.  He  hoped 
that  this  jroc xlrjra  vould  not  constitute  a,  precedent, 
particular.;:  i,o  'Jio  functioning  of  the  new  O.v?^ii  ? ation.  The 
Delegate  c»?  trance  pointed  out  that  his  Delegation  had  not 
been  among  thoau  which  had  enjoyed  two  votes  and  recalled 
that  he  had  supported  a  Belgian  motion  to  refer  the  problem 
of  voting  to  the  Executive  Committee. 

The  Chairman  of  the  joint  meeting  of  the  two  Subcommittees 
explained  that  the  procedure  adopted  appeared  to  be  the  most 
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fair  In  the  extraordinary  circumstance  a  which  had  prevailed, 

since  each  member  of  a  subcommittee  should  be  entitled  to 
one  vote.  He  strongly  recommended  that  the  Committee  approve 
both  the  text,  as  adopted  by  Committee  I  1/2,  and  the  accom- 
panying interpretation  since  thoy  represented  an  improvement 
in  drafting  without  a  change  in  substance.  The  Delegate  of 
Greece  also  expressed  the  view  that  the  Committee  should  adopt 
both  the  text  and  the  interpretation  and  that  this  action 
should  be  indicated  in  the  Rapporteur's  Report. 

Decision;  The  Committee  unanimously 
approved  by~5T  votes  tne  text  of  paragraph 
o]  SootloSnB,  "CliapterTT  a£3TtKe  intorpfoEa- 
T;.on  vitTPrespoct  to  tHat  parya&raph  adop€e5 
"by  Committoo:!T7g. 

2.  Consideration  of  the  Report  of  tho  Rapporteur  on  Chapter 
VI,  section  3  (WD     "" 


Docislon;  The?  Committee  unanimously  ap- 
^Y^^ea  bjr  3^  V95QS  r>*&  report  of  the 
*x-:portour,  vita,  c'oiaain  m£nor;  ni 


Lions  , 
Tho  mooting  was  adjourned  at  9:^5  p.m. 
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COKPTq-RENDU  RESUME  PS  LA  VIWT-TRCI8ISMS  33APOS  DU  COMITE  III/l 
Veterans  Building.  Salle  223,  14  .1uin  1945.  20  h  45 

Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a  20  h  45. 
1.   Exam en  du  rapport  du  Sous -Comlte  III/l/C 

Le  President  ran^elle  qu'a  IP  slxieme  seance  du  Comite 
de  Direction,  le  8  Juin  1945,  11  a  ete  convenu  que  le  pro- 
Jet  de  t§xte  du  paragraphe  8,  Section  E,  Chapitre  V,^tel 
qufll/a  ete  adopte  par  le  Comlte  II/2,  seralt  renvoye  audit 
C9mlte  pour  qu'll  I1 examine  en  consul tatlog  avec  le  Comi- 
te Ill/l^et,  si  cela  etait  neceeeaire  et^clesirable .  avec 
le  Comite  III/3,  afin  que  ces  coraites  t>reparent,  ^'un  com- 
mun  accord,  une  nouvelle, redaction  du  paragraphe  en  ques- 
tion, qui^yaite  de  la  reception  et  de  I'examen,  par/l?As- 
eemblee  G-eijerale,  des  rapoorts  du  Conseil  de  ^ecurite.  Les 
Sous-comites  III/l/C  et  {I/2/B  ont  tenu  une  seance  commune 
le  11  Juin  et  sont  arrives  a  un  accord  sur  un  nouveau  tex- 
te  dij  paragraphe  8,  Section  B,  Chapitre ^V,  Le^rapport^pre- 
sente  en  coinmun  par  les  deux  Sous-comites  a  ete  examine  ^ 
la  veille,  le  13  Juin,  par  le  Comite  II/2,  qul  a  approuve 
le  nouveau  tejfte  du  paragraphe^  avec  certalpes  modifica- 
tions. H  a  egalement  approuve  une  interpretation  rela- 
tive au  paragrariie. 

M,  V.K^Welli^pton  Koo,  President  au  Sous-Cooilte  III/l/O, 
qui  a  preside  la  seance  mixte,  p^esente  le  rapport  des 
deux  Sbue-oomites  (Doc.  920).  II  attire  I1  attention  s\jr 
la  nouvelle  redaction  d^  paragraphe  8,  qui  a  ete  adootee 
par  les  deux  Sous-oomite^,  votapt  par  appel  nominal.  Le 
President  invite  le  Secretaire  a  donner  lecture  d'un  memo- 
randum du  Se9retaire  du  Comite  I 1/2  (WD/291),  eipnalant 
oue  le  Comite  II/2  a  ap^rouve,  avec  amendements,  le  para- 
graphe 8,  Seotion  B,  Chapitre  V,  sous  la  forme  suivante: 
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"8.  L'Aescmblee  (Jenerale  recevra  et  examlnera 
dee  rapports  annuele  et  dee  rapports  speciaux  du 
Coneell  de  3ecurite;  oes^rapports  devront  rendre 
oompte  des  mesures  adoptees  ou  appliquees  par  le  Con- 
sell  ^de  S^curite  en  vue  du  malntien  de  la  paix  et  de 
la  decurlte  Internationales. 

"L^ssemblee  G6n6rale  recevra  et  examlnera  les 
rapports  des  autres  organ  ismee  de  I1  Organ!  sat  Ion.11 

Le  Comit$  II/2  a  egalement  admls  I1 interpretation  suivante 
de  oe  paragraphe: 

MLe  paragraphe  8  ne  llmite  en  aucune  man! ere  lee 
pouvoirs  de  1'Asseriblee,  tels  qu'ils^ont  exposes 
aux  paragraphes  1  et  6,  et,  par  consequent,  loreque 
I'Asseriblee  GgnSrale  exatoine  les  rapports  du  Conseil 
de  Securite,  elle  r>eut  exeroer  le  raouvoir  de  proce- 
der  a  une  discussion  et  de  falre  des  recommandations 
qui  est  enonoe  dans  oes  paragranhes . lf 

Le  del6gue  de  la  Belglque  signal e  que  au  cours  de  la 
seance  mixte  des  deux  Sous-oomites,  le  Represent ant  beige 
a  soutenu  que  I'Assemblee  &6nerale  devait  pouvolr  faire 
des  recommandations  sur  les  rapports  du  Conseil  de  Se- 
curite. Puisciu1!!  est  generalement  admis  que^'Assemblee 
(Jenerale  possede  ce  drolt,  11  auralt  ete  preferable  de 
1'enoncer  dans  le  texte.  Toutefols,  11  est  dispose  a 
accepter  le  texte  tel  qufll  a  ete  approuve  par  le  Comite 
II/2  si  le  present  Comite  adinet  unanimement  que  I'Assemblee 
Generale  a  le Adroit  de  falre  des  recommandations. f  II  fait 
remarquer  que  la  procedure  de  vote  adoptee  a  la^seance  mixte 
a  eu^pour  effet  de  donner  deux  volx  aux  trols  delegations 
qul  e talent  repres erf tees  aux  dfiux  Sous-oomltes. 

Le  del^gue  du  Bresil  se  rend  blen  compte  des  dif- 
ficultes  auxquelles  s!est  heurte  le  President  de  la  stance 
mixte  pour  ce  qui  est  de  la  procedure  de  vote;  11  a  nean- 
molns  des  objections  k  faire  centre  l^1  attribution  de  deux 
volx  a  certalnes  delegations.  II  espere  que  cette  procedure 
ne  constltuera  pas  un  precedent,  notaunment  dans  le  fonotion- 
nement  de  la  nouvelle  Organisation. 

Le  delegue  de  la  France  eignale  que  sa  delegation  n'eet 
pas  de  celles  qul  ont  dlspos6  de  deux  volx  et  rappelle 
qu'll  a  appuy<  la  motion  beige  de  renvoyer  le  probleme  de 
vote  au  Comite  Exeoutlf • 

Le  President  de  la  reunion  mixte  des^deux  Sous-comlt£s 
expllque  que  la  procedure  adoptee  semble  etre  la  plus 
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equitable,  vu  le  oaraotere  extraordinaire  de  la  olroonstanoe, 
pulsque  ohaque  mentbre  dfun  Soua-oomiti  devait  avoir  droit  a 
une  voix.  II  reoommande  fortement  au  Comit<  d'approuver  et 
le  texte,  tel  qu'il  a  et<  adopt*  par  le  Comit<  11/2,  et 
I1 interpretation  qui  I'aoeompagne.  du  fait  que  1'un  et 
1'autre  reprisentent  une  amelioration  de  la  redaction  sane 
qu'il  y  solt  apportl  de  ohangement  de  fond. 

Le  dil£gue  de  la  Oreoe  eat  ausel  d'avle  que  le  Gomitd 
devrait  adopter  le  texte  alnsl  que  I1 interpretation -et  que 
oe  proo£d£  devrait  etre  mentionne  dans  le  rapport  du 
Rapporteur. 


Decision; 


atpprouve 


itive  a  qe  paragraphs  adoptee  par  le 


interprj 


[7_Sgstion 
batior 


2.  Examen  du  rapport  du  Rapporteur  sur  le  Ohapitre  VI, 
Section  B.   (WD  313). 

Le  Oomlte  approuve  i  lf\inanimttf  par 
i  Ifi  rapport  du  Rapporteur,  aveo  de 
ioatic  "** 


B.  Podif 


Lona. 


La  stance  eet  levee  k  21  h.   45. 
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COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Committee  1    Structure  and  Procedures 


SECTION  D 

Connlttee  III/I  began  the  study  and  discussion  of 
Section  D,  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  on 
Hay  22,  1945*  at  the  Tvelfth  Meeting  of  the  Committee. 

The  first  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  reads 
as  follows: 

Section  D.  Procedure 

1.  The  Security  Council  should  be  so  organized  as  to 
be  able  to  function  continuously  and  each  state  member- 
of  the  Security  Council  should  be  permanently  represen- 
ted at  the  headquarters  of  the  Organ! cat ion*  It  may 
hold  meetings  at  sueh  other  places  as  in  its  judgment 
nay  beat  facilitate  its  work.  There  should  be  periodic 
meetings  at  vhloh  each  state  member  of  the  Security 
Council  could  if  it  so  desired  be  represented  by  a 
member  of  the  government  or  some  other  special  repre- 
sentative. 

Only  one  amendment  had  been  proposed  to  this  paragraph 
to  the  effect  that  the  Security  Council  should  meet  every 
three  months*  The  comment  vaa  also  made  that  the  text  of 
paragraph  1  of  Section  B,  as  already  quoted*  gave  rise  to 
doubts  concerning  the  continuity  of  the  meetings  of  the  Secur- 
ity Council  or  their  periodicity. 

After  a  short  debate  concerning  these  questions,  the. 
original  text  of  the  paragraph  vas  adopted  vithout  change, 
A  question  of  drafting  proposed  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Horvay  in  regard  to  the  second  sentence  of  the  same  para- 
graph 1  vas  referred  to  the  Drafting  Committee. 
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The  second  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  has  the  following  text: 

2.  The  Security  Council  should  be  empowered  to  set  up 
such  bodies  or  agencies  as  It  may  deem  necessary  for 
the  performance  of  Its  functions  Including  regional 
subcommittees  of  the  Military  Staff  cocanlttee, 

A  single  amendment  to  this  paragraph  had  been  proposed 
by  the  four  sponsoring  powers  In  order  to  delete  the  last  part 
of  the  paragraph  consisting  of  the  following  words:  "including 
regional  subcommittees  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee11.  The 
amendment  was  adopted. 

The  third  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  has  the 
following  text: 

3*  The  Security  Council  should  adopt  its  own  rules  of 
procedure,  Including  the  method  of  selecting  its 
President • 

No  amendment  affecting  this  paragraph  had  been  presented; 
and  when  a  vote  was  taken,  the  paragraph  waa  adopted  without 
change  by  the  Committee. 

The  text  of  paragraph  4  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  is  as 
follows : 

4.  Any  member  of  the  Organization  should  participate  In 
the  discussion  of  any  question  brought  before  the  Se- 
curity Council  whenever  the  Security  Council  considers 
that  the  Interests  of  that  member  of  the  Organization 
are  specially  affected. 

The  text  of  tho  following  paragraph,  namely  paragraph  5, 
Section  D,  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  is  the 
following: 

5.  Any  member  of  the  Organization  not  having  a  seat 
on  the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member 
of  the  Organization,  if  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute 
under  consideration  by  the  Security  Council,  should 
be  Invited  to  participate  in  the  discussion  relating 
to  the  dispute. 

I  have  quoted  in  immediate  succession  paragraphs  4  and 
5  of  Section  0,  Chapter  VI  because  both  refer  to  the  tempo- 
rary participation  in  the  discussions  of  the  Security  Council 
of  the  parties  to  a  dispute. 
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The  amendments  presented  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee  concerning  paragraphs  4  and  5  of  Section  D  In- 
cluded the  following  propositions: 

a)  Recognition  to  the  parties  to  a  controversy  of  an 
equal  status  to  that  which  corresponds  to  the  Titular 
members  of  the  Security  Council; 

b)  Invitation  to  any  member  of  the  United  Nations 
not  represented  on  the  Security  Council  to  send  a 
representative  to  sit  as  a  member  of  the  Council 
during  the  consideration  of  matters  affecting  Its 
Interests; 

c)  To  add  to  paragraph  5  the  following  sentence: 
"In  the  case  of  a  non-member,  the  Security  Council 
should  lay  down  such  conditions  as  It  may  deem  Just 
for  the  participation  of  such  a  non-member"; 

d)  Invitation  to  any  state,  whether  or  not  a  member 
of  the  United  Nations,  to  send  a  representative  to 
sit  as  a  member  of  the  Security  Council  during  the 
consideration  of  any  dispute  affecting  that  state; 

e)  To  extend  a  similar  Invitation  to  any  state,  even 
though  It  Is  not  a  party  to  the  dispute,  whenever 

the  decisions  that  might  be  taken  thereon  would  affect 
it; 

f )  To  place  all  parties  to  a  dispute  on  the  same  basis; 

g)  That  It  should  be  sufficient,  In  order  to  establish 
that  a  member  of  the  Organization  has  been  afforded 
the  opportunity  to  take  part  In  the  discussions  of  the 
Security  Council  on  questions  affecting  specially  the 
Interests  of  such  a  member,  to  have  the  concurring 
opinions  of  two  members  of  the  Council  and  of  the 
Interested  member  of  the  Organisation; 

h)  That  the  same  should  be  provided  for.  cases  con- 
templated In  paragraph  5  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI; 

1)  That  a  special  minority  of  members  should  be  suf- 
ficient to  enable  a  state  Interested  In  a  question 
to  take  part  In  the  discussion  of  samo  In  the  Security 
Council,  without  having  the  right  to  vote;  and 

j)  That  a  state  not  represented  in  the  Security  Council 
and  a  party  to  a  controversy  should  be  entitled  to  par* 
ticlpate,  without  any  right  to  vote,  in  the  discussions 
of  the  Council  relating  thereto. 
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k)  That  parties  to  a  dispute  should  have  In  the  Security 
Council  not  only  the  same  position  in  regard  to  discus- 
sion, but  also  in  regard  to  voting • 

The  addition  to  the  text  of  paragraph  5,  which  I  have 
mentioned  under  letter  "e",  vas  proposed  by  the  four  sponsoring 
powers  and  Committee  III/l  adopted  it  and  incorporated  same  to 
that  paragraph,  as  a  basis  for  discussion.  Later  on.  this  ad- 
dition was  finally  adopted  by  the  Committee;  and,  as  a  result, 
paragraph  5,  Section  D,  as  approved  by  the  Commltte^,  has  the 
following  text: 

5*  Any  member  of  the  Organization  not  having  a  seat  on 
the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member  of  the 
Organization,  if  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under  con- 
sideration by  the  Security  Council,  should  be  invited 
to  participate  In  the  discussion  relating  to  the  dispute • 
In  the  case  of  a  non-member,  the  Security  Council  should 
lay  down  such  conditions  as  it  may  deem  Just  for  the 
participation  of  sucn  a  non-member » 

Some  of  the  other  amendments  to  both  paragraphs  4  and  5 
of  Section  D  were  referred  for  study  and  consideration  to 
Subcommittee  III/l/B.  A  number  of  these  amendments  was  with- 
drawn. Only  one  amendment,  submitted  by  Canada,  come  to  a 
vote  In  Committee  III/l  and  was  lost,  nils  amendment  in- 
cluded also  the  ideas  put  forward  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Netherlands,  The  text  of  paragraph  4  of  Section  D  was 
adopted  by  Committee  III/l  without  any  change.  The  text  of 
paragraph  5,  as  approved  by  the  Committee,  has  already  been 
given  9 

Section  D,  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals, 
as  finally  approved  by  Committee  III/l,  has  the  following 
text: 

dtctlon  Dt  Procedure 

1.  The  Security  Council  should  be  so  organized  as  to 
be  able  to  function  continuously  and  each  state  member 
of  the  Security  Council  should  be  permanently  repre- 
sented at  the  headquarters  of  the  Organization.  It  may 
hold  meetings  at  such  other  places  as  In  its  Judgment 
may  best  facilitate  its  work.  There  should  be  periodic 
meetings  at  which  each  state  member  of  the  Security 
Council  could  if  it  so  desired  b.e  represented  by  a 
member  of  the  government  or  some  other  special  repre 
sentatlve, 

2f  The  Security  Council  should  be  empowered  to  sot  up 
such  bodies  or  agencies  as  it  may  deem  necessary  for  the 
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performance  of  its  functions. 

3.  The  Security  Council  should  adopt  its  own  rules  of 
procedure,  including  the  method  of  selecting  its 
President. 

4.  Any  member  of  the  Organization  should  participate 
in  the  discussion  of  any  question  brought  before  the 
Security  Council  whenever  the  Security  Council  considers 
that  the  interests  of  that  member  of  the  Organization 
are  specially  affected. 

5.  Any  member  of  the  Organization  not  having  a  seat  on 
the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member  of  the 
Organization,  if  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under  con- 
sideration by  the  Security  Council,  should  be  invited  to 
participate  in  the  discussion  relating  to  the  dispute. 
In  the  case  of  a  non-member,  the  Security  Council  should 
lay  down  such  conditions  as  it  may  deem  just  for  the 
participation  of  such  a  non-member. 


Hector  David  Castro  (el  Salvador) 
Rapporteur 
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COMMISSION  HI        Security  CouncU 

Oomlte  1   Organisation  et  procedures  


SUITE  DU  RAPPORT  SUR  LES  TRAVAUX  DU  COMITE  III/ 


£  L58  SECTIONS  A,B,C  If  D  DU  CHAPITRE  VI 


DEB  PROPOSITIONS  DE  DUMBARTON  _ 
RAPPORTEUR.  M .  HECTOR 


IZi 

E  V] 


30UMIS  PAR  LE 
CASTRO 


SECTION  £ 

Le  Comlte  III/l  a  commence  I'exameti  et  la  discussion 
de  la  Section  D,  Chapitj-e  VI,  desx  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks,  le  22  mai,  1945,  a  sa  douzieme  seance. 


Le  premier  paragraphs  de  la  Section  D,  Chapitre  V?, 
est  alnsi  conpu: 

Section  D.  Procedure 

!•  Le  ponseil  de  Securlte  devralt  etre  organise 
de  maniere  a  pouvoir  fonotionner  de  fa9on  continue, 
et  chaque  Etat,membre  du  Conseil  de  Securlte  devrait 
avoir  une  representation  permanente  au  siege  de 
I1  Organisation.  II  pourrait  se  reunir  en  telp 
autres  lleux  qy1!!  Jugerait  les  plus  pr  cores  a 
faciliter  sa  tache.  Dee  reunions  auxquelles  chaque 
Etatxmembre  du  Conseil  de  §ecurlfe  pourrait,  s1!! 
le  desirait,  se  faire  representer  par  vm^membre  du 
gouvernement  ou  un  autre  represent  ant  special,  de- 
vraient  avoir  lieu  perlodiquement. 

Jl  nfa  ete  propose  a  ce  paragraohe  qu'un  amendement 
d'apree  lequel  le  Conseil  de  B^curite  devralt  se  reunir 
tous  lestrois  mols»  L'cbaei^tatiftnra  ete  faite  egalement 
qu^  le  taxte  du  ParagraTtxe  1  de^la  Section  D  Qite  oi^deasue 
n'elucide  pas  les  doutes  quant  a  la  continuite  des  reunions 
du  Conseil  de  Spcurlte,  ou  a  leur  perlodiclte. 

Apr  as  une  breve  diso^sfion  sur  ces  questions,  le  texte 
original  du  paragyajhe  a  ete  adppt|  sans  o  hang  erne  nt,  Une 
question  paf  le  Delegue  de  la^Norvepre  conoernant  ,la  redaction 
de  la  deuxieme  phrase  de  ce  meme  paragraiphe  1  a  ete  renvoyee 
au  Oomlte  de  Redaction, 
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Le  deuxieme  Paragraphs  de  la  Section  D,  Chapltre  VI, 

des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  est  redlg£  comne  suit: 

2.  Le  Consoil  de  S<5curit£  devrait  avoir  le  pouvoir 
d'instituer  les  organlsmes  ou  offices  qu'il  juge  n$- 
cessaires  k  I'accorcrjilissement  de  ses  fonctions,  %  com* 
pris  des  sous-ccroj tes  regionaux  du  Comit6  dTEtat~ 
Major. 


Un  soul  amendement  &  ce  Paragraphe  a  6t6  propos£  par 
les  quatre  pv-issances  invitantes,  vlaant  \  supprimer  la 
derni&re  par  Lie  du  Paraprar>he,  h  savoir:  "y  compris  des  sous- 
comit^s  reglonaux  du  loiiitd  d'Etat-Major.  !l  Cet  amendement  a 
adopt  6. 


Le  troisibme  Paragraphe  de  la  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI, 
est  ainsi  ccnyu: 

3-  Le  Cornell  de  S<Scurit6  devrait  adopter  ses  propres 
rfeglfts  dc^  procedure,  y  eciaprls  la  rriarti6re  de  choislr 
son  President. 


Aucun  amendement  n'a  ^t^  present^  au  sujet  de  ce  Para- 
graphe; en  concequence,  lors  du  vote,  le  Paragraphe  a  6t£ 
adopte  sans  modification. 

Le  texce  du  Paragraphe  4  de  la  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI, 
est  le  suivant: 

4.  Tout  membre  de  1!  Organ!  sat  ion  devrait  participer  & 
la  discussion  de  toute  question  soumise  au  Conseil  de 
soourite,  chaque  fois  quo  lo  Conseil  de  S£curit6  juge 
que  les  inter^ts  de  ce  membre  de  lf  Organisation  se 
trouvent  particuliferemont  affecCes. 

Le  texte  du  Paragraphe  suivant,  h  savoir  le  Paragraphe 
5,  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks, 
est  le  suivant: 

,5»  Tout  membre  de  I1  Organ!  sat  ion  qui  n'est  pas  repr6- 
sent£  au  Conseil  de  S£curit£  et  tout  Etat  non  membre 
de  I1  Organisation,  s'il  est  partie  &  un  diff^rend 
examln^  par  le  Conseil  de  S£curit6,  devrait  etre 
invite  k  participer  a  la  discussion  ayant  trait  & 
ce  differ  end. 

Si  Jfai  reproduit  successivement  les  Paragraphes  4  et  5 
de  la  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI,  cfest  parce  que  tous  deux 
traitent  de  la  participation  temporaire  des  parties  i  un 
diff£rend  aux  discussions  du  Conseil  de  56  curl  t6. 
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Les  amendements  aoumia  &  1'examen  du  Comlttf  au  aujet  dea 
Paragraphea  4  et  5  da  la  Section  D  comprennent  lea  propoal- 
tlona  auivantea: 

a)  Reconnaltre  aux  parties  &  un  diff^rend,  un  statut 
6  gal,  correapondant  i  celui  des  membrea  titulairea 
du  Conaeil  de 


b)  Inviter  tout  aembre  dea  Nations  Unles  non  repr£- 
aent$  au  Conaeil  de  S^ourlttf  &  envoyer  un  repre- 
aentant  pour  ai£ger  comma  mombre  du  Conaeil  pen* 
dant  lea  deliberations  aur  dea  questiona  touchant 
lea  int^rS  ts  de  ce  membre; 

o)  A  j  outer  au  Paragraphe  5  la  phrase  suivante  :"Dans 
le  caa  dfun  Etat  non-  membre,  le  Conaeil  de  S^curi- 
ttf  flxera  lea  conditiona  qu'll  estlmera  juatea 
pour  la  participation  de  cet  Etat." 

d)  Inviter  tout  Etat,  membre  ou  non-membre  dea  Nations 
Unles,  ft  envoyer  un  rejjr^sf.  titan's  pour  singer  conune 
membre  du  Conseil  de  S^curice  pendant  I'examen  dfun 
differ  end  Int6resaant  1'Etat  en  question; 

e)  Inviter  parelllement  tout  Etat,  alora  m8me  qu'il 
ne  serai  t  paa  par  tie  au  differ  end,  chaque  fola 
que  lea  decisions  qui  rourrai^ni;  etre  prlaea  au 
aujet  de  ce  diff^rend  affectoraient  ses 


f  )  Hettre  toutea  lea  parties  &.  un  diff£rend  aur  un 
pied  d'£galit£; 

g)  Reconnaltre  qufil  auffira.  pour  ^tablir  que 

lf  occasion  a  £te  fournle  a  \in  membre  de  1'Organi- 
aatlon  de  partlclper  aux  deliberations  du  Conaeil 
de  S£curlt£  aur  des  questions  touchant  sp£ciale- 
ment  lea  int^rSta  dudit  membre,  df  avoir  lea  opinions 
concordantes  de  deux  membre  s  du  Conseil  et  du  membre 
de  I1  Organisation; 


h)  Adopter  la  mSme  disposition  pour  les  cas  privua 
au  Paragraphe  5  de  la  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI; 

i)  Stipuler  qu'une  minor!  t6  sp^ciale  de  membres  suffira 
pour  permettre  i  un  Etat  dont  les  Int^rSts  sont  en 
cause  dana  une  queation,  de  prendre  part  a\ax  d^li- 
b^rationa  sur  ladite  question  au  Conseil  de  S^curite, 
avoir  le  drolt  de  vote; 
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j)  Stipuler  qu'un  Etat  non  represent^  au  Conseil  de 
Stfouritl  et  qui  eat  par  tie  &  un  diff^rend  devra 
avoir  le  droit  de  participer,  sans  drolt  de  vote, 
aux  deliberations  du  Consell  relatives  &  oe  dif- 
fer end; 

k)  Stipuler  que  les  parties  &  un  differ  end  devront 

8tre  sur  un  pied  d'lgalitl,  au  Conseil  de  securite, 
non  seulement  quant  aux  deliberations,  mals  aussl 
quant  au  drolt  de  vote. 

L'amendement  propose  oomme  addition  au  Pa&agraphe  5  et 
jue  j'ai  olte  k  ia  lettre  c)  a  6t6  pr6sente  par  les  quatre 
puissances  invltantes  et  le  C  omit  6  I  I  I/I  lfa  adopte  et  incor- 
pore  audit  paragraphe  pour  servlr  de  base  de  discussion.  Par 
la  suite,  cette  addition  a  ete  adopte  d^finitivement  par  le 
Comite;  en  consequence,  le  Paragraphe  5,  Section  D,  tel  qu!il 
a  ete  approuve  par  le  Comite  est  ainsl  con9u: 


5.  Tout  membre  de  lf  Organisation  qui  nfest  pas 
sente  au  Conseil  de  seourite  et  tout  Etat  non  membre 
de  I1  Organisation,  s'il  est  partie  &  un  diff6rend  exa- 
mine par  le  Conseil  de  securite,  devrait  @tre  Invite 
&  partlciper  k  la  discussion  ayant  trait  &  ce  differ  end. 
Dans  le  cas  d'un  Etat  non-  membre,  le  Conseil  de 


-     , 

te  stlpulGra  leg  conoiTTons  qu'll  estlmera  Qevo 
muler  formuler^!  ia"partf?Tpatlon  de  oet  JfcatT 


ia"partpa 

Quelques-uns  des  aucres  amend  ements  aux  deux  Paragraphe  s 
4  et  5  de  la  Section  D  ont  ete  renvoy^s  pour  etude  et  discussion 
au  Sous-comite  III/l/B.  Un  certain  nombre  de  ces  amendements 
ont  ete  retires.  Un  seul  amendement,  present  6  par  le  Canada, 
a  fait  l'objet>  d'un  vote  du  Comite  III/l;  11  a  ete  rejete. 
Get  amendement  falsait  aussi  6tat  des  id£es  exprim^es  par  le 
Deiegue  des  Pays-Has.  Le  Comite  a  adopte  le  texte  du  Para- 
graphe 4  de  la  Section  D  sans  modification.  Le  texte  du 
Paragraphe  5,  tel  qu'il  a  ete  approuve  par  le  Comite,  a 
reproduit. 


La  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks,  telle  qu'elle  a  ete  d^finitivement  adoptee  par  le  Comite 
,  est  alnsi  aon9ue: 

Section  D.  Procedure* 

1.  Le  Consell  de  securlte  devrait  6tre  organise  de 
manl&re  &  pouvolr  fonotionner  de  fa?on  continue,  et 
chaque  Etat  membre  du  Conseil.  de  S^curite  devrait  avoir 
une  representation  permanente  au  sl&ge  de  I1  Organisa- 
tion, II  pourralt  se  reunir  en  tels  autres  lleux  qufil 
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jugerait  lea  plua  propres  &  faciliter  aa  tiche.  Dea 
rluniona  auxquelles  chaque  Etat  membre  du  Conaeil  de 
Slcuritl  Dourrait,  a1 11  le  d£ si rait,  ae  faire  repr<- 
aenter  par  un  membre  du  gouvernement  ou  un  autre  re- 
presentant  special,  devraient  avoir  lieu  pirlodiquement. 

2.  Le  Conaeil  de  Slcurite  devrait  avoir  le  pouvoir 
dfinatituer  lea  organismes  ou  officea  qu'il  Juge  n£- 
ceaaairea  &  I1 accompli a aement  de  aes  f one t ions. 

3.  Le  Conaeil  de  S<curic£  devrait  adopter  sea  proprea 
rfeglea  de  procedure,  y  compria  la  maniere  de  choiair 
son  President. 

4.  Tout  membre  de  I1 Organisation  devrait  participer 
&  la  discussion  de  toute  question  aoumiae  au  Conaeil 
de  S£ourit£f  chague  foia  que  le  Conaeil  de  S£ourit6 
juge  que  lea  interSts  de  ce  membre  de  lf Organisation 
ae  trouvent  particuliferement  affect£a. 

5.  Tout  membre  de  I1 Organisation  qui  n'eat  paa  repr£~ 
aent^  -au  Conseil  de  S£curit£  et  tout  Etat  non- membre 
de  I1 Organisation,  s'll  eat  partie  &  un  diff^rend 
examine  par  le  Conaeil  de  S6curit£,  devrait  8tre 
invite  k  partioiper  &  la  diacuasion  ayant  trait  & 

ce  diff^rond.  Dana  le  cas  dfun  Etat  non-membre.  le 
Conaeil  £2  S^ourlt'^  "s^lpulera  les  coriSTTEiona  qu^^^" 
"devoir  formuler  a  la  "paTETolpatlon  ae  pel 

Hector  David  Castro  (Salvador) 
Rapporteur 
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June  15,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

C  omit  4  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 

ORDRE  EJJ  JOUR  2S  LA  VIWOT^QUATRIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 

juin  1945.  20  heures  30. 


(1)  Expo  s  6  des  travaux  accomplls  it  la  stance  pr6c£dente 

(2)  Examen  du  Rapport  du  Rapporteur  (a)  sur  les  Sections  C 
et  D  du  Chapltre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks, 
(b)  sur  la  nomination  du  Secretaire  Q6n6ral  par  le 
Conseil  de  S6curltd  (  Chapltre.  V,  Section  B,  Paragraph©  4), 
et  (c)  sur  les  Rapports  present  6s  par  le  Conseil  de 
S6curit£  it  I1  Assemble  06n6rale.  (Chapltre  V,  Section  b, 
Paragraphe  8) 

(3)  Autres  questions 


AGENDA  FOR  TWENTY-FOURTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  Ijl/l 
June  16 f  1945 j  8:30  p.m. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Consideration  of  the  Report  of  the  Rapporteur  (a)  on 
Sections  C  and  D,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  (b)  on  the  nomination  of  the  Secretary  General 
by  the  Security  Council  (Chapter  V,  Section  B,  para- 
graph 4),  and  (c)  on  reports  of  the  Security  Council  to 
the  General  Assembly  (Chapter  V,  Section  B,  paragraph  8) 

(3)  Other  business 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  RESTRICTED 

Doo.  1048  (ENGLISH) 
III/1/57 

COMMISSION  ffl        Security  0>unca 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  TWEKTY-POURTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  203 ,  June  16,  19^5*  8*43  2-E- 

The  meeting  vas  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at 
8:45  p.m. 

!•  Preliminary  Business;  Communications  from  Halt!  and  from 
TEe  Coordination  (/55nltTe"e 

The  Chairman  read  a  letter  of  June  13  addressed  to  the 
Secretary-General  from  Mr.  Gdrard  Lescot,  Chairman  of  the 
Delegation  of  Haiti,  explaining  that  circumstances, beyond 
their  control  had  prevented  members  of  the  Haitian  Delegation 
from  attending  the  meeting  of  Commit toe  III/l  at  which  the 
question  of  the  veto  had  been  put  to  a  vote.  Fooling  that 
all  countries  participating  In  the  Conference  ought  to  make 
known  their  opinion  on  this  Important  question,  he  asked  that 
members  of  Committee  III/l  be  Informed  that  the  Haitian  Dele- 
gation was  In  favor  of  the  right  of  veto  as  set  forth  In  the 
text  which  had  been  submitted  that  morning  to  the  Commit  toe. 
!ihe  Chairmen  directed  that  this  communication  be  recorded  In 
the  summary  report. 

The  Chairman  thon  road  a  communication  from  the  Coordi- 
nation Committee,  suggesting  that  In  the  third  sentence  of 
Chapter  VI,  Section  A,,  as  approved  by  Committee  III/l,  a 
comma  be  Inserted  after  tho  words,  N specially  paid11  so  that 
the  sentence  would  read: 

"The  General  Assembly  should  elect  six  states 
to  fill  the  nonpermanent  seat 3,  duo  regard  being 
specially  paid,  In  the  first  Instance  to  the  con- 
tribution of  members  of  the  Organization  towards 
the  maintenance  of  International  peaco  and  security 
and  towards  tho  other  purposes  of  €ha  Organisation  and 
also  to  equitable  geographical  distribution." 

Decision;  There  being  no  objection,  the 
Chairman  declared  the  oSovo  suggestion 
approved. 
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2*  The  Rapporteur1  s  Draft  Reort  on  Chaptor  VI,  Section  D 


The  Rapporteur1  s  Draft  Report  on  Chaptor  VI, 
TTO5  a**!,  iii/l/SinfelT  Tune  T5T"lTOJ 


The  Rapporteur,  Heotor  David  Castro,  road  his  report 
on  Chapter  VI,  Section  D.  The  Delegates  of  Venezuela  and 
Canada  pointed  out  that  the  last  paragraph  on  page  2  did  not 
correctly  describe  paragraphs  4  and  5  of  Soction  D*  The 
Rapporteur  later  proposed  the  following  rovlsion  of  his  draft: 

•"I  hove  quoted  In  Jruiudir.tu  cucc  >co^/n  -para- 
graphs 4  and  5  because  both  refer  to  those  cases 
in  which  in  the  discussions  of  the  Security  Council 
a  temporary  participation  of  non-members  of  the 
Council  is  permitted." 

Decision;  Tho  revision  was  approved  without 
a  voto.  " 

The  Canadian  Delegate  also  pointed  out  that,  on  page  4, 
where  reference  was  made  to  the  Canadian-Netherlands  amend- 
ment to  paragraph.  5,  It  might  be  advisable  to  quote  the  text 
and  also  to  give  the  vote.  This  had  been  the  only  amend- 
ment of  substance  that  had  gone  to  a  vote.  Both  tho  Canadian 
and  Netherlands  Delegations  had  attached  considerable  impor- 
tance to  it  and  ten  other  delegations  had  supported  It.  Ho 
thought  that,  as  the  report  would  bo  part  of  tho  permanent 
records  of  tho  Conference,  a  reference  to  tho  tunondmont  and 
the  vote  would  help  to  explain  the  Canadian  Delegation's 
position. 

The  Delegate  of  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics 
thought  that  there  should  be  no  mention  of  defeated  amend- 
ments, except  to  Indicate  their  general  tenor.  He  thought 
that  thus  far  in  the  Rapporteur  *  s  report  the  principle  had 
been  followed  that  the  texts  of  such  amendments  should  not 
be  quoted*  He  suggested  that  the  report  continue  to  follow 
this  principle. 

The  Canadian  Delegate  agreed  to  this,  if  an.  accurate 
description  of  his  amendment  were  given  with  some  indication 
of  Its  treatment  by  the  Committee.  The  Australian  Represen- 
tative thought  that  the  general  question  of  whether  or  not 
texts  of  defeated  amendments  were  to  be  quoted  In  the  report 
was  of  great  importance.  He  believed  that  amendments  which 
had  received  a  substantial  measure  of  support  should  be 
treated  differently  from  othors  in  order  to  make  clear  what 
had  really  happened.  He  suggested  that  the  method  of  pre- 
sentation should  not  follow  any  general  rule  but  should 
depend  upon  the  circumstances.  The  Representative  of  the 
United  Kingdom  felt  that  the  impression  that  amendments  on 
particular  Issues  had  been  put  forward  by  only  one  delegation 
should  by  all  means  be  avoided,  because  that  would  be  unfair 
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to  the  other  delegations  who  had  made  proposals* 

The  Delegate  of  Greece  thought  that  a  compromise  was 
possible  In  the  present  instance*  The  principle  stated  by 
the  Soviet  Delegate  tuuld  be  followed  and  at  the  same  time 
the  second  Canadian  proposal  could  be  met.  He  suggested 
that  tho  Canadian  amendment  be  listed  on  page  3  in  the  same 
manner  as  all  other  amendments  there  summarized.  The  Dele- 
gate of  Can; .da  seconded  this  proposal*  The  Delegate  of 
Belgium  also  supported  it,  but  thought  that  In  this  partic- 
ular case  it  was  important  to  state  the  voto  because  of  tho 
substantial  minority  in  favor  of  the  Canadian  amendment. 

Pod  si  on:  Tho  proposal  that  no  privileged 
that  tno  Canadian  oHenSmontTTiG  11  s  ted  on 


m 


afTIr- 


Tho"  Representative  of  India  asked  what  "non- member lf 
in  the  last  sentence  of  paragraph  5  meant.  He  thought  it 
was  not  clear  whether  it  referred  to  non-members  of  the 
Organization  or  to  non-members  of  the'  Council,  for  whom  tho 
Council  should  lay  down  conditions  for  participation  in 
discussion*  Tho  Rapporteur fs  opinion  that  it  meant  a  non- 
member  of  the  Organization  was  confirmed  by  the  Chinese 
Delegate  who  assorted  that  the  sentence  had  been  originally 
proposed  by  his  Delegation*  The  Delegate  of  Greece  stated 
that  tho  Coordination  Committee  had  changed  the  text  in 
such  a  way  that  there  could  be  no  possible  ambiguity.  He 
read  tho  text  as  revised. 

Dejsislon:  The  Rapporteur1^  report  on 
T3iapT?.cryi , *""5a c t ion  1) ,  as  amended,  was 
approved  \maKi"5ou§Ty^ ( 35~af f irmoE 1  ve 
votes  f. 

3«  Netherlands  Amendment  Concerning  Non-payment  of  Contri- 
butions ~~ 

During  the  discussion  of  the  report  on  Chapter  VI, 
Section  pj  the  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands  raised  a  point 
of  order.  His  Delegation  had  subsisted  an  amendment  to 
Committee  II/l,  on  Chapter  V,  Section  B,  paragraph  5,  pro- 
posing that  a  state  which  did  not  contribute  to  the  expenses 
of  the  Organization  should  loop  its  vote  in  the  Assembly  and 
its  seat  on  the  Security  Council,  if  it  were  a  member* 
Committee  II/l  had  passed  the  first  part,  but  hod  not  acted 
upon  tho  clause  concerning  the  Security  Council,  expecting 
it  to  be  dealt  with  by  Committee  Ill/i*  He  csked  how  this 
matter  could  be  brought  before  Committee  III/l  for  discussion* 
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The  Chairman  ruled  that  the  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands 
should  apply  to  the  Secretary-General  In  order  that  the  matter 
could  be  referred  to  Committee  III/l  by  the  Steering  Committee. 

4.  Consideration  of  the  Rapporteur's  Draft  Report  on 


Consideration  of  the  Rapporteur's  Draft 
cnapter  vi,  section  C  (WD  3597~lTfA755j 

"  "" 


The  Representative  of  the  United  Kingdom  proposed  that 
consideration  of  the  Rappor  tour  !  s  report  on  Chapter  VI* 
Section  C,  which  had  not  been  circulated  before  the  mooting, 
be  postponed  until  the  delegates  had  had  time  to  study  it. 
The  Chair  pointed  out  that  this  would  necessitate  another 
session  of  the  Committee  and  the  Belgian  Delegate  suggested 
that  pr,rt  of  the  report  might  bo  approved.  The  Delegate  of 
the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  seconded  the  pro- 
posal of  the  United  Kingdom,  because  no  French  text  had  as 
yet  been  mode  available.  Ho  also  suggested  it  night  be 
useful  to  decide  upon  the  form  of  the  report. 

The  Rapporteur  welcomed  this  suggestion.  Ho  explained 
that  ho  had  quoted  the  texts  of  all  amendments  on  this  im- 
portant section  in  order  to  avoid  cny  accusation  of  partiality. 
He  pointed  out  that  if  the  Committee  preferred  to  have  the 
various  amendments  summarized  he  would  attempt  to  work  out 
a  new  draft  to  be  circulated  the  next  day* 

In  the  discussion  which  ensued  it  was  suggested  that 
a  very  concise  summary  of  the  debates  without  naming  authors 
of  amendments  might  be  drawn  up  rjid  references  given  to  the 
documents  involved.  It  was  objected,  however,  that  since 
the  documents  wore  restricted,  and  the  Rapporteur  fs  report 
was  public,  this  ulght  be  unwise. 

The  Delegate  of  Greece,  after  calling  attention  to 
Greek  amendments  that  had  not  been  mentioned  in  the  report, 
suggested  that  the  Committee  should  decide  whether  it 
preferred  to  have  the  text  of  amendments  given,  as  In  the 
draft,  or  to  have  the  amendments  classified  according  to 
seine  logical  method.  The  Canadian  Delegate,  after  making 
two  suggestions  for  Improvement  of  the  draft,  thought  that 
the  report  on  .Section  C  should  accurately  and  carefully 
reflect  not  only  the  general  tenor  of  the  discussions  in 
the  Committee  but  also  the  points  of  view  expressed. 

Decision;  It  was  agreed,  b£  a  vote  of  1£ 
To  j.13  CITqt  ^He  method  oT  quo  tTng  t'oxTs  , 
aSofCo-riLn  tlie  draft  report,  was  preferable 
^  iTjB~p??pQ8Qd  sunmory  statement. 

The  Secretary  announced  that  French  texts  would  be 
circulated  on  the  following  nurning,  and  the  Chairman  stated 
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that  the  draft  report  would  be  considered  on  Monday  morning, 
June  18 . 


Consideration  of  the  Rapporteur f  s  Draft  Report  on  Two 
Matters  RererreSC  'TE^tEeConunittee'  by  the"""Steerlng  tiom- 


The  Rapporteur  read  the  section  of  his  report  on  the 
action  of  Committee  III  /I  on  Chapter  V*  Section  B,  para- 
graph 8,  concerning  the  reception  and  consideration  by  the 
General  Assembly  of  annual  and  special  reports  from  the 
Security  Council  (WD  359*  PP»  11-12).  There  was  no  dis- 
cussion* 

Decision:     The  Rapporteur  *  s  draft  report 
on  the  above  matter  was  approved  uhexilniously 
~l         vot'os 


The  Rapporteur  read  his  report  on  tho  action  of  the 
Committee  concerning  the  participation  by  the  Security 
Council  in  the  selection  of  the  Secretary-General  (WD  359* 
p.  12  )•  There  was  no  discussion. 

Decision;   Tho  Rapporteur  '  s  draft  report 
on  the  above  matter  was  approved  unanimously 
^e  votesTT 


The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  10:30  p.m. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  (PREN°H) 


June  17,  1945 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Comit£  1    Organisation  et  Procedure 

OOMPTE  AENDU  RESUME  DE  LA  VINaT-aUATRIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 

Veterans  Building r  Salle  503 ,  16  Juln  1945.  20h.45 
Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a  20h,45. 

1«  Discussion  preliminalre;  Communications  de  Haiti  et  du 
Comite  de  Coordination, 

Le  President  donne  lecture  dfune  le^tre  en  di.'e  du  ^3  Juin 
cdreesee  au  Secretaire  General,  oar  M.  G-ercird  Lescot,  President 
de  Ja  delegation  de  Haiti,  expllqusint^aue  des  clrconstancee  ^ 
irjdependantes  de  leur  volonte  pnt  em^eche  les  inerabijes  de  la  de- 
"-' --  halticnne  dfaselflter  a  la  ee:.nce  du  Comite  III/lj  au 


cours  do  laquelle  la  question  du  veto  avete  raise  ^aux  voix, 
Estlmant  due  tous  les  pays  narticlor.nt  a  la  Conference  doivent 
faire  conncltre  leur  opinion  sur-.cette  question  import  r-nte, 
M.  L^pjot  denande  qu'on  infnrne  les  nenbres  du  ComlttS  III/l  que 
la  delegation,  haitienne  ripiap^yve  le  droit  de  veto  tcl  qu!il  est 
de^inl  .dr.ns  le  texte  qul  a  etr  oounis  ce  natln  au  Conlte.  Le 
President  denai^de  g[ue  cette  oonnunic^tion  eoltinseree  dans  le 
oonpte-rendu  resume. 

Le  President  lit  ensuite  unc  communication  du  Comite  de 
Coordination  sugprerant  quo  I1  on  insere  dans  le  texte  ajglais  de 
la  trolelerae  ohraqe  du  Cha^itre  VI,  Section  A,  arDorouvee  par 
le  Comite  III/l.  une  vlrgule  r.t>res  lep  motp  "soecially  oaid11 
ftcnlr  ")rrticulierf  ment  cornpte*1  ,  de  telle  e^rte  que  le  texte 
de  la  phrase  srit  le  sulvrnt: 

H8ix  autres  nenbres  de  I1  Organisation  sofit  elus, 
re  <3e  nenbres  nonnernanents>sprir  lfAssenblee 
Oenerale  qul  doit  tenir  Darticujierenent  connte,  avant 
tout,  de  la  contribution  annortee  na^  les  nenbres  au 
znalntlen  de  la  ndx  et  de  la  securlte  Internationales 
et  aux  autres  fine  de  I'Orginisr.tion,  de  merie  que  d'uno 
repartition  ge^prranhlque 


Decision  r     II  nfy  a  ^as  dj  objection  ei  le 
President  ^deolore  flue   la  nro^ositinn 
est  adontee. 
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2.     ProJet  fle,  rcw^rt  rta  Rsmorteur  sur  le  Ohanjtre  VIf   Section 
D.    (WD  547  III/1/61  (a)f   16  Muin  1946T 

Le  Ran->orteur,  M.  Hector  Davirt  C^p^r^  lit  son/rannnrt 
c«ur  le  Chanitre  VI,  Section  D.     Les  Delegues  ^u  Venezuela  et 
flu  Canada  font  ren^.rquer  que  le  Cornier  ^aragranhe,   a  la  ^age 
2.  ne  rlecrlt  ^as  exactenent  les  naragranhee  4  et  5  fle  la  Sec- 
tion D.     Plus  taM,   le  Rr»r^orteur  nronoee  le  nouvec.u  texte 
sulvant  j 


"81  Jf£l  renrMuit  eucceBPivenent  lee 
4  et  5,   c'est  narce  °|ue  toue  deux  out  trait  a  rtee  can 
dans  leequele  eet  nerml^e  la  norticination  tennoraire  rte 
ngn-rnenbree  r\u  Conseil  a  ^ef  ^iscuflfllone  rtu  Cnnseil  ^.e 
Securlte.H 


Decision!     Le  n^uvr  QJU  texte   eat   :v*onte  f  n.ne 
vot  e  • 

Le  D|legue  c^na'Uen  fait  egalenent  rrmarquer  qu'a  la 
4,   ou  11  eet  quefltion  ^e  1'anenfl^nent  ^u  C&m^n  et  ^ 
Paye-Bas  au  -mragra^he  6,   on  ^evrait  rec^r^an^er  qu'rn  c^te 
Je  texte  fle  cet  anenfler.ent  et  qu'on  nentlonne  lee  vntes  enis 
o  eon  ewjet*     C'e^t.   eelon  lui,   le  seul^rijen^.enent  se  ran- 
n^rtant  a  une  question  ^e  fon^   qui  alj  §te  miee  aux  voix, 
La  DeleV-tlnn     canar'ienne,   conme  Ir^Delegation  ^es  Paye-Bae, 
y  ont  attache  une  innnrtance  considerable  et  I'ojnen^enent  a 
ete  a-rniye  ")Gr  f^lx  autres  delegations.     II  eet  d!avis  quc, 
rmlsque  le/ran^nrt  fera  sortie  ^es  ^r^ces-verbaux  ^ermanente 
^e  la^Cnnflrcnce,   le  ^alt  ^e  nrntionner  l!anenrte^ent  et  le 
vote  enis  a  son  eujet,   al^.era  a  ex^llquer  la  ^ofilti^n  ^e  la 
Delegation  cano^ienne. 

Le  Delete  ^e  lf  Union  <*.e*  R^^ubliques  S^vletiaues  Socia- 
listes  050  jt  qu'oi^  ne  *evrait  ^a^  nentionner  lee  amendments 
aui  ont^e^e  rejetes,   sauf  nour  in^lnue^  leur  teneur  ^fune 
fa9on  penerole.     II  eptlne  que,    Jueau'a  nolntanant,   le  ra^o- 
nort  ^.u  Ra^->orteur  a  suivi  le  Mrlnci^e  ^e  ne  ^ae  clter^^e 
tels  amendment  ?.     II  *^r^n^6e  aue  le  ramort  continue  a  se 
conforme'r  a  ce 


Le  D^legue  oana^len  a^^rouve  cette 


, 

qu'une  Description  exact  <^e  son  anenrtehent  solt  fl.^nnee1  ^.c- 
comnagnee  rte  quelques  in^ic"tions  relatlvps  a  I'accuell  que 
lui  c.  fp.it  le  Coiaito.     Le  Renreeentant  ^e  1'Australie  est 
rt'avls  aue  lr.  question  ^e  sav^lr^fll  oul  ^u  non  les  textes 
flee  amen^ements  rejetes  ^oiv^nt  etre  cites,   o.  une  imnnrt 
ojnsi^erable.     Sel^n  lui^  on  *evra  trpiter  ^'une  maniere 
ferente  les  amen^emente  nui  ont  re9u  un  annul  subs  t  ant  le}., 
fi     fl'>  n         ' 


Afin  fl'exr>liquer  clairement  ce  nui  s'eet  ^asse.     II  suggere 
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de  creer  l^lrmreenlon^que^ea  amendenents  sur  des 
'•uestlons  -artlculleres  ont  ete  ^reeentees  nar  une  seule 
Delegation,  905  ce  ser?lt  connsettre  une  injustice  envers 
les  oitres  delegations  nui  rnt  fait  de«    - 


Le  Dllerue  *e  la  Crrece  est  ^'avis  nue,   ^ons  le  cas 
-nt,   un  9^irr>romis  est  nopsiblle.     0$  nourra  se  c^nformer 
i\u  nrinclne  enonoe  nor  le  Delecne  S^vietl  ue  et  tenly  comnte 
en  meme  terns  ^e  la  nrn-onsltion  can^fl^enne.      II  suppere   -Aue 
canadlen  solt  ncntionne  a  la  -)are  3  'le  la  merae 


^ue   les  autree  amendments  nui  y  sent  resumes  ^     Le 
Delepue  fi.u  Canada  a^-^le  cette  nronosltlon.     Le  Deleru£  de 
la  Belpinue  l!an^ule  epalement  raais  nense  nue,   <*.ans  ce  cas 
^^-rtlculier.    ^1  est  important  de  mentionne^  le  vote  a  cause 
de  la  minorite  subst  antielle  «^ui  etalt  en  faveur  de  1*  amende- 
nent  canartien. 

Decision;     La  nrtv^nsition  ponsistant  a  n1  rccorfler 
*e  traitement  ^rlvllegie     aT^ucun  apendement  et 
fi  ^ent  i^nner%  1  '  amendemen^  cf  nadien  a  la  nag:e 
est  a/V^JtTe  a  I'un^nimTte^ 
lf 


Le  Pe-iresentant  *e  I'Inr'e  der^rnde  ce  nue  vcut  dire,    dans 
la  derniere    ->hrase  *u  narapraohe  5,    I'ex^reseion  flnon  merabre"  . 
II  eptlme     u'on  ne  volt  nag   clairement  sfil  s'arit  de  non 
nembres   de   I'Or^pisation  ou  ?e  non  mem^res  du  CQnseil  r'ont 
la  participation  a  la  discussion  ^evra  etre  replee  nar  le 


Selon  le  Rann^rteur,    11  sfapit  lol  $e  non  membres 
de  ^'Or^cnisatlon  et  cette  onlnlon  est  confirmee  nar  le 
Delete   chlnols,     ui  afflrme  nu'a  I'orl^lnj     la  nhra^e  a 
ete  nronosee  nar  sa  delegatlnn.     Le  Delegue  <"!e/la  Grece 
declare   r-ue  le  Conlte  de  Conr^lnatlon  a  modifl^le  texte 
^e  telle  fa9on  ';u'll  ne  neut  y  avoir  fl'anbigulte.     II  lit 
le  texte  mo 


Decision;     Le  ra^nort  r^ja  Rannorteur^sur  le 
re  VI.   Section  D,   est  annr^uve  tel 
est  nc*lfle  a  lTunaninlte  des^  voix 


(35  vnlx  nour 


3.     LfAnenflenent  dep  Pays-gas  concernant  le.  non-nalement  des 
contributions^ 

Pendant  la/iscysslon  r*u  rannort  ejir  le  Chanitre  VI, 
Section  D,   le  Delecue  des  Pays-Bas  souleve  un  nolnt  dfordre* 
Sa  delegation  a  eounle  un  amendement  au  Conite  II/l  au 
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Chrpitre  V,  Section  D,  parapraphe  5j,proposant  nu'un  Etat 
nr  c^ntrlburnjj  pap  nu  pc.lement  dea  depenses  de  I'Orpanisatloij, 
flevra  en  ponse-'uonoe  pwdre  §on  drolt  de  vote  dans  I1  Assembles 
et  son  s^epe  au  Conseil  de  Securlte,  s'll  est  menbre  du  'Consell. 
Le  Ooralte  II/l  a  exanl$£  la  premiere  r>artie  de  oet  anendenent, 
nale  n'a  pris  aucune  decision  conoernant  la  proposition  se 
rappojtant  au  Conseil  de  Securlte,  s1  attendant  a  oe  quo  le 
Conlte  III/l  s!en  oocijpe.  II  denande  comment  cette  question  peut 
etre  eounlee  au  Conlte  III/l  pour  y  etre  examinee. 

Le  President  §st  d'avjs^ue  le  Delepue  des  Pays-Baa  devra 
s'adroeser  ^u  Secretaire  General  nour  rue  }a  question  nulese 
etre  renvoyee  au  Conlte  III/l  pr.r  le  Conlte  de  Direction. 

4.  Exraen  du  prnjet  la  ronnort  flu  Ra-onorteur  sur  la  Oha^ltre  VJ, 
Section  C  (WD  569  t  III/1/86,  16  Juln  1945.) 

Le  Re")resentc.nt  r'u  Royr.une-Unl  oropose  nue  1'exanen  du 
ra^ort  du  Rjp">orteur  sujp  le  Chapltre  VI,  §eotlon  p,  nul  nfa  pas 
etc  fllstrlbue  avant  la  seance,  solt  ajourne  Jus^u!a  ce  que  les 
delcRues  alent  eu  le^tenpe  de  1'etudler.  Le  President  fait  ^ 
renarqu§r/que  oela  neoes^ltera  une  nouvel!6  session  du  Conlte, 
et  1§  Del^pie  belpe  surpercd1  adopter  une  ^oartle  du  rapport* 
Le  Delep-ue  de  1'Unlon  ^es  ReTwbll-nies  Sovletlques  Boolailstes 
appule  la  proposition  du  Royaune-Unl,  paroe/nulon  ne  dispose 
rhcorc  d!aucun  toxte^franpals.  II  suprere  epo.lenent  qu'll  pour*- 
rait  etre  utlle  de  decider  la  fnrne  du  rapnort. 

Le  Ra^orteur  aocuellle  cette  suppestlon.  Jl  expllnue 
nu'll  a  cite  les  textes  de  tous  les  anendenents  a  oet^e  In- 
portante  section,  afln  d!evlter  d'evlter  d'e^rg  accuse  de 
partlallte.  II.  soullpne  que  si  le  Conlte  r>refere  avoir  un 
resune  des  divers  anendenents,  11  preoarera  un  nouveau  projet 
qul  sera  nls  en  circulation  le  lendenaln. 

9r.ns/la  Discussion  qul  suit  on  suppere  qu!on  jourra  r^dlper 
une  resune  tres  coneys  des  debats  en  donnant  les  references 
des  docunents  utilises.  On  objectooepandant  que,  pulsque  la 
circulation  dep  docunents  est  llmltee  et  iue  le  rapport  du 
Rapporteur  est  public,  oette  fa9nn  de  prooeder  pourralt  etre  peu 
opportune  . 


Le  Delepue  de  la  Orece,  anres  avolr/a^tlre  I1  attention 
sur  Ics  anendgnents  grecs  nul  nfont  pas  ete  nentlonnes  dans  le 
rapport,  suppere  nue  le  Conlte  Decide  s'll  prefere  que  le 
texte  des  anendenents  solt  presente  oonne  d^ns  le  projetxou 
classes  dans  un  ordre  loplnue.  Le  Delepu^  oanadlen.  apres 
ftvolr  fait  deux  su^restlons  pour  I'snelior-tion  du  texte,  pense 

que  le  rapport  sur  la  Section  0  devrn-p^flfitor^oxtotenent  et 
oinutleusement  non  seulement  la  teneur  penerale  des  discussions 
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du  Coraite,  male  aussl  lee  point P  de  vue  ^ul  ont  ete  expriraes. 


^PVXP^UIJ  Par  15  voix  oontre  10,  on  decide 
cue  i£  methode  £5.  oiter  lee  textee  adoptee 
fljOnflTle  nro J  et  de  rarmort  eet  preferable 
a  la  methode  oronoeee  oonsistant  a  en 
donner  un  resume. 

Le  Secretaire  annonce  ^ue  l§s  textes/fran9nl-s  seront 
distribute  le  lendenaln  et  le  President  declare  nue  le 
pro jet  de  rapoort  sera  examine  le  lundi  matin,  18  Juln. 

5.  Examen^du  nro.let  d§i  rapr>ort  djj  Rapporteur  suy  deux  questions 
r envoy eee  au  Comite  r>ar  le  Comite  de  Direction, 

^Le  Rapporteur  lit  la  section  de  son  rapport  conoernant 
la  decision  du  Comite  III/J.  relative  auCh^^T)i1tre  V,  Section  B, 
paragraphe  8f/ayant  trait  a  la  reception  et  a  I'examen  par 
I'Assenblee  (Jenerale  de»  ra-onorts  sr>eclaxzx  et  annuels  du  Conseil 
de  Securitl  (WD  359,  po»  11-12).  II  a?y  a  pas  de 


.  * 


Deoiflion:     LQ  projet  ifi.  rapport  du  Rapporteur 
sur  la  ruestlon  ol.-deBeuB  est  ador)te 
I'unanlmlte  dea  volx  (50~volx  pour  I' 


Le  Ro-o^orteur  lit  eon  remort  eur  I1  action  du  Comite 
oonjrrnant  la  ^r.rtlclnatloi^  de  la  ^a^t  du  Coneell  fle  Secu- 
rite  d^Jia  le  oholx  du  Secretaire  General  (VfD  359,  r>«12), 
II  n!y  a  pas  de  discussion. 

Deolgirn:  L.e  nro.let  de  r?r)")ort  flu  R 
sur  la  nueptT^n  ci^dessus  est  ?do")te 
I'unrininite  flea  voix  (50  voix  nnur  I 

L,°.  se  net    est  levee  a  22h.30, 
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SECTION  C 

A  general  discussion  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  began  at  tho  Ninth  Meeting  of  the 
Committee  III/l  and  continued  in  the  next  two  meetings  of  the 
Committee. 

The  text  of  Section  C  is  as  follows: 
Section  £.   Voting 

1.  Each  member  of  the  Security  Council  should  have  one 
vote. 

2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  procedural 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven 
members. 

3.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  .<"-H  uoUur  mat- 
ters should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven  mem- 
bers including  the  concurring  votes  of  the  permanent 
members;  provided  that,  In  decisions  under  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  A,  and  under  the  second  sentence  of  paragraph  3- 
of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C,  a  party  to  a  dispute  should 
abstain  from  voting. 

No  substantial  amendment  was  proposed  to  paragraph  1. 
The  substitution  of  the  word  "should"  by  the  word  "shall", 
which  was  suggested,  Is  in  fact  a  matter  of  drafting,  which 
is  to  be  considered  by  the  respective  committee  of  tho  Con- 
ference* 

The  other  proposed  amendments  refer  to  paragraphs  2  and 
3  of  Soetion  C.   The  Interest  shown  by  all  Delegations  in 
the  discussion  of  Section  C  of  Chapter  VI  of  tho  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals  has  prompted  me  to  give  In  this  Report  a  com- 
plete list  of  tho  amendments  proposed  to  that  Section.  Such 
amendments  arc  the  following: 
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Australia 

f!l.  Each  member  of  the  Security  Council  shall  have  one 
vote. 

2.   Except  as  otherwise  ejrpressly  provided,  a  decision 
of  the  Security  Council  may  be  rcaoe  upon  the  affirmative 
vste  of  seven  mombors. 

"(3)   In  decisions  of  the  Security  Council  undsr  Section 
(A;  of  Chapter  VIII  and  under  the  first  paragraph  of 
Section  (C;  of  Chapter  VIII,  a  party  to  a  dispute  shall 
abstain  from  voting. 

"(4)  Undor  Section  (B)  of  Chapter  VIII,  a  docision  of 
the  Security  C.uiioil  rhall  tfequJre  the  affirmative  vote 
of  S'jvoii  i.iombe-'ii ,  jncluding  tho  T've  T  ermnnent  numbers. 
Undor  paragraph  (2;  of  SecLio,i  (0)  of"  Chapter  VIII,  a 
decision  of  the  Lccui»ity  Counr.Jl  shall  require  the  af- 
firmative vote  of  seven  numbers,  including  at  loast  three 
uf  the  porrrnont  member." 

&EJ&L 

"Thu«.  with  resarfl  to  th*  present  chapter,  the  Delegation 
of  BjvzJl  llmlta  itself  to:   (a)  manifesting  a  donirc 
that  In  the  definite  plan  of  the  world  Organization,  in 
so  far  ca  it  rolates  to  voting  procedure  on  tho  Security 
Council,  thi  r^  fir,u]  at  ion  bo  adopted  that  the  state  violat- 
ing Lhc  obligations  contained  in  the  bcsic  chartur  wi.ll 
not  have  the  right  to  vouc,  when  tho  mattcsr  bo  vMch 
the  violaL.'on  rebates  Is  to  be  resolved;  (b)  indicating 
tho  necessity  that  the  following  words  be  omitted  from 
par/vj'&Dh  5  of  Section  D,  in  the  event  that  the  principle 
of  tlu,  viiivoraalJ  ty  of  tho  new  international  Organization 
is  accepted;  'and  any  s^otc  not  a  member  of  the  Or:,ui.>a^- 
tion1;  (c)  sv-Ggc  sting  an  ninplification  of  Sec  cAo:i  D, 
which  would  be  called  number  6  and  would  read  as  follows; 

"6.   In  cases  foreseen  in  the  two  precedirg  paragraphs 
nuribors  4  and  5,  a  member  of  the  Organization  allowed 
to  participate  in  the  discussion  should,  in  voting 
matters,  have  a  position  equal  to  that  granted  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Council." 

Canada 

Paragraph  3.   Substitute  for  the  first  clause  tho  fol- 
lowing: 

"Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other  matters 
shall  bo  mado  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  not  loss  than 
tvro-thlrds  of  all  the  members  of  the  Security  Council 
including  the  concurring  votes  of  the  permanent  members;11 
(provided  that,  etc.) 
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"2.  The  Decisions  of  tho  Council  should  bo  made  by  an 
affirmative  vote  of  tvo-thirds  of  its  members  except 
for  decisions  of  mere  procedure,  where  a  simple  majority 
vould  be  sufficient.  In  doubtful  oases,  the  Council,  by 
a  vote  of  two-thirds  of  its  members,  wJll  decide  whether 
the  matter  on  hand  is  or  is  not  one  of  mere  procedure. 

l!3.   In  matters  concerning  the  maintenance  of  peace  and 
international  security,  to  which  Chapter  VIII  refers, 
decisions  must  be  made  by  a  voto  of  tvo-thirds  of  the 
seven  states  mentioned  in  paragraph  (a)  of  subsection  1 
of  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI,  and  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds 
of  the  other  members  of  the  Council." 

Ecuador 

M2.  All  decisions  of  the  Security  Council,  whatever 
may  be  tho  subject  doalt  w5th,  shall  rrqu^rc  tho  affirma- 
tive vote  of  eight  of  its  members  for  approval. 

"3.   Members  of  the  Council  vli">  CLPO  pnrtlos  to  a  dispute 
or  controversy,  the  coenizarrc  of  which  directly  or  in- 
directly devolves  upon  tho  Councyil  itself,  shall  refrain 
from  voting  on  decisions  which  t.he  latter  takes,  in  ac- 
cordance with  Ita  powers  and  authority  established  in 
Chapter  VIII  of  the  Proposals,  in  connection  with  such 
dispute  or  controversy.11 

Egypt 

"2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  matters  of 
procedure  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  voto  of 
eight  members. 

"3.  Decisions  of  tho  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  shall  be  made  by  on  affirmative  vote  of  ^. \jjht. 
members  including  the  concurring  votes  of  the  permanent 
members  or  the  votes  of  at  least  four  of  them,  being 
understood  that  a  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain 
from  voting  when  that  dispute  is  under  examination.11 

El  Salvador 

"4.   In  dealing  with  matters  th*xt  are  not  of  a  proced- 
ular  nature,  if  the  affirmative  vote  of  seven  or  more 
members  of  the  Security  Council  includes  the  concurring 
votes  of  a  majority  of  the  permanent  members  of  the 
Council,  but  not  the  unanimous  vote  of  such  permanent 
members,  the  Security  Council  ohall  refer  the  matter 
undor  consideration  to  tho  Oenural  Assembly  for  final 
decision  and  shall  act  In  duo  time  in  accordance  with 
such  a  decision  of  tho  General  Assembly,  which  in  this 
case  will  require  a  two-thirds  majority  vote." 

-3. 
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Ethiopia 

Insert  "after  the  words  'Chapter  VIII,  Suction  Ai  tho 
words  'and  Section  B,  paragraph  3'." 

Franco 

11  ( 1 )  To  maintain  and  to  restore  international  peace 
and  security,  the  Security  Council  shall  have  recourse, 
according  to  circumstances,  bp  'rocommendr.tiona '  or 


'decisions'  .   ' 


,  . 

ecommendations'  shall  be  approvedTFy 


an  (unqualifieS1)  two-thirds  majority  vote  of  the  mc-m- 
bors  of  the  Council,  ^'Decisions'  snail  bo  approved~by 


^ 

S.  QuoTTfied  two  -thirds  majority  vote,  (including  the 
concurring  votes  of  the  pormanont  members  .  } 

"Should  the  Council  not  succoed  in  reaching  a  decision. 

" 


e  memers  of  the  Organization  reserve  to  themseves 
e  right  to  act  as**thy  may  consider  neooasary  in   khe 


e  right  to  act  asthpy  may  consider 
3  nter  es^ornpeace  .   right  and   .lustioe 


Greece 
Insert  between  paragraphs  2  and  3  the  following: 

"Paragraph  3:   'Recommendations  by  the  Security  Council 
under  paragraph  2  of  Section  B  of  Chapter  VIII  should 
be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven  members.' 

"The  original  paragraph  3  would  thus  become  paragraph  4." 

Guatemala 

It  seems  logical  that  the  members  of  the  Security  Council, 
as  well  as  those  of  other  organs  should  retain  the  right  to 
speak,  but  not  to  vote,  when  questions  are  discussed  or  measures 
have  to  bo  taken  particularly  affecting  the  interests  of  their 
respective  nations,  as  otherwise,  such  countries  would  be 
placed  in  an  advantageous  position  with  respect  to  tho  others." 

Iran 

"1.   Each  member  of  tho  Security  Council  should  have 
one  vote. 

"2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  matters 
should  bo  raado  by  on  affirmative  vote  of  nine  mombors; 
provided  that,  in  decisions  under  Chapter  VIII.  Section 
A,  and  under  the  second  sentence  of  paragraph  i  of 
Chapter  VIII,  Section  C,  a  party  to  a  dispute  should 
abstain  from  voting." 

Netherlands 


"(3)  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote 
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including  the  concurrent  votes  of  the  permanent 
members  and  of  one -half  of,  or --in  cases  in  which 
the  number  of  non-permanent  members  entitled  to  vote 
is  uneven—the  majority  of  the  non-permanent  members, 
provided  that  in  decisions  under  Chapter  8,  Section  A 
and  under  the  second  sentence  of  paragraph  1  or  Chapter 
8,  Section  C,  a  party  to  a  dispute  shall  abstain  from 
voting." 

Norway 
To  require  a  vote  of  "eight11  members. 

Philippine  Coiruconwoalth 

"3.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  permanent  members  and  a  majority  of 
the  non-permanent  members,  voting  separately?" 

and  at  the  end  of  paragraph  3  (after  "voting") 

In  all  decisions  Involving  the  use  of  armed 
forces  to  maintain  peace,  an  affirmative  vote  of  four- 
fifths  (4/5)  of  the  permanent  members  and  three- 
fourths  (3/4)  of  the  non-permanent  members  of  the 
Security  Council  should  be  required." 

"It  is  proposed  that  if  the  unendjiients  on  the 
two  subjects  listed  above,  as  embodied  In  this  document, 
are  not  found  acceptable,  the  following  alternative- 
proposal  bo  considered: 

"4.   Should  tho  Security  Council,  bjr  reason  ojf  the 
non-concurrence  of_  O££  permanent  member .  fail  to 
arrive  at  a  decision  'under  parar/raph  3.  of  this 
section,  the  mat tor  In  quo st ion  should  bo  submitted 
to  the  General  Assembly  for  final  decision.  Decisions 
of  the  General  AsopinbJy  on  "mat tors  submitted  to  it 


by  the  Security  Council  under  this  pare graph  should 
be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of_  three -fourths  ( 3/4 ) 
of  all  members/11 

Uruguay 
Add  tho  following  paragraph: 

"4.  Tho  Security  Council  shall  examine  every  three 
years,  or  upon  its  own  initiative,  the  possibility  of 
making  generally  applicable  to  all  docisiofts  tho  rulo 
contained  in  tho  second  part  of  tho  preceding 
numbered  paragraph.11 
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Venezuela 

"That  it  be  provided  that  a  state  or  states  with  seats 
on  the  Council,  whjii  parties  to  a  controversy,  shall  be  en- 
titled to  a  hearing  only." 

Many  important  questions  were  involved  in  the  discussion 
of  Soctlon  C  and  of  the  amendments  which  have  been  listed. 
The  central  point  of  this  discussion  scorns  to  have  been  the 
qualjfled  majority  of  scvon  members  which  is  required  for 
any  decision  of  the  Security  Council  on  matters  that  are  not 
of  procedure.  This  majority  must  Include,  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  3  of  Section  C,  the  concurring  votes  of  the  five 
permanent  members.  As  a  consequence,  the  unfavorable  vote 
of  a  single  permanent  momber  will  nirke  it  Impossible  for  the 
Security  Council  to  adopt  any  decision  of  importance,  upon 
which  the  peace  of  the  world  may  rest.   This  power  vested 
in  every  permanent  membor  of  the  Security  Council,  which  en- 
ables him  to  block  any  substantial  doclsion  of  the  Council, 
has  boon  known  in  our  discussions  as  tho  veto  power  of  the 
permanent  members.   The  Honorable  Representatives  of  the  four 
sponsoring  governments,  namely  tho  United  States  of  America, 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Gi-oat  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  tho 
Union  of  the  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  and  China,  and  in  ad- 
dition Franco,  which  shall  also  bocomo  :\  pornanent  member  of 
the  Council,  fought  vigorously  to  defend  the  veto  power  of 
tho  permanent  members,  as  they  rogard  a  complete  unanimity  of 
such  permanent  members  as  ibsulutoly  essential  to  the  affec- 
tive functioning  of  the  Security  Council.  Many  Honorable 
Representatives  of  other  natJjns  took  a  different  view  of  the 
situation;  and  the  amendments  introduced  by  them  were  intended 
to  curtail  thl s  veto  power  which  they  rogarded  not  only  as  a 
privilege  for  each  one  of  tho  groat  powers  but  also  as  a  weak 
point  of  tho  whole  Organization  of  the  United  Nations,  as  the 
opposition  jf  i  single  permanent  member  appears  to  be  suf- 
ficient to  paralyze  th3  octlon  of  tho  Council  on  matters  of 
sucR  a  vast  Importance  that  their  solution  nay  spoil  the  dif- 
ferenco  between  peace  nnd  w°-r.  The  Representatives  of  the 
five  permanent  members  of  tho  Security  Council  did  not  try 
to  minimize  the  seriousness  of  any  situation  created  by  the 
exercise  of  the  so-called  veto  power;  but  they  explained  that 
no  endeavor  was  likely  to  be  made  in  order  to  arrive  at  any 
Important  decision  of  the  Security  Council  before  the  re- 
quired unanimity  of  tho  permanent  members  was  assured.  In 
addition,  they  repeatedly  assortad  that,  taking  a  realistic 
view  on  the  matter  under  discussion,  it  was  obvious  to  them 
that  a  fuH.1  unanimity  of  the  groat  powers  was  indispensable 
to  carry  out  decisions  of  tho  Security  Council  intended 
to  preserve  international  peace  and  security.  They  felt  that, 
in  the  absence  of  such  unanimity,  the  Council  would  bo  so 
greatly  impaired  that  It  could  not  possibly  fulfil  Its  pur- 
poses. Efforts  were  made  by  many  delegates  In  order  to  make 
the  veto  power  Inapplicable  to  decisions  of  the  Security  Council1 
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concerning  the  peaceful  settlement  of  disputes.   Other  pro- 
posed amendments  suggested  certain  non-qualified  majorities 
for  all  decisions  of  the  Council;  and  still  other  amendments 
were  presented  to  the  effect  of  gi-v.lng  the  same  voting  power 
to  the  permanent  and  tne  non-permanent -ineiafcers  of  the  Council. 
A  proposition  wos  mado  In  order  to  c-  stablish  -differences  in 
the  vote  required  Tor  doc j.s ions  and  for  recommendations  of  the 
Council.   Two  delegations  introduced  amendments  tending  to 
avoid  the  effects  of  such  doadlocks  of  the  Security  Council  as 
may  bo  the  result  of  tin*  use  oi*  the  veto  pcwor  of  one  or  two 
of  the  pc'rmanr  nt  mnmboro  of  the  Council;  and  they  suggested 
that  under  such  circumstances  the  matter  under  discussion 
should  be  referred  to  tlu*  General  Assembly  of  tho  United  Nations 
for  a  f^nal  decision,  which  should  require  a  large  majority 
vote.   In  regard  to  decisions  invoDvJng  the  use  of  armed  forces 
to  maintain  p^ace,  a  proposition  was  presented  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  that  a  certain  qualified  majority  should  be  re- 
quired.  It  was  proposed  concerning  decisions  of  the  Council 
on  non-procedural  matters,  that  "should  the  Council  not  suc- 
ceed in  reaching  a  decision,  the  members  of  the  Organization 
reserve  uo  themselves  the  right  to  act  as  they  may  consider 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  peaco,  right  and  justice.  A 
general  consensus  of  all  delegations  seams  to  havo  oxistod  at 
all  Limes  concerning  tho  abstention  from  voting  which  is  re- 
quired of  every  member  of  the  Security  Council  who  is  a  party 
to  a  dispute  submitted  to  the  Council.   The  text  of  paragraph 
3  of  Section  C  contains  a  provision  to  that  effect;  and  this 
provision  has  also  been  embodied  in  many  of  tho  proposed  amend- 
ments.  The  some  matter,  however,  led  to  a  very  important  de- 
bate.  The  question  presented  refers  to  permanent  members  of 
the  Council.   If  any  one  of  them  is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under 
consideration  by  the  Council,  It  should  refrain  from  voting 
and,  therefore,  it  will  be  impossible  to  obtain  tho  total  number 
of  tho  five  votes  of  the  permanent  members  included  in  the  quali 
f iod  majority  of  sevan  members  which  is  requirod  by  paragraph  3 
of  Section  C  for  any  substantial  decision  of  the  Council. 
Would  this  mean  a  duadlock  in  the  Council  which  will  render'  it 
unable  to  adopt  any  decision  concerning  the  dispute  In  ques- 
tion? If  r.  permanent  member  of  the  Counc  LI  abstains  from  cast- 
ing its  vote  on  any  matter,  whether  a  party  to  a  dispute  or  not, 
or  for  any  reason  whatsoever,  what  arc  the  effects  of  this 
abstontlon?  Would  It  not  bo  in  fact  just  a  peculiar  form  In 
the  oxorclsc  of  tho  veto  power?  These  questions  and  many  others 
which  are  of  great  Importance,  were  presented  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee,  and  specially  of  the  Honorable  Representa- 
tives of  the  sponsoring  governments,  who  are  in  a  better  posi- 
tion than  the  Representatives  of  the  other  nations  to  Interpret 
Section  C,  which  is  nothing  else  than  the  "Yalta  Formula  on 
Voting  for  the  Security  Council",  which  was  agreed  upon  at  the 
Crimea  Conference  by  the  Ropresontatives  of  three  of  the  spon- 
soring governments  and  accepted  later  by  the  other  governments. 
The  most  direct  answer  to  the  question  concerning  tho  effects 
of  the  abstention  from  voting  of  a  permanent  member  of  the 
Council,  whon  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute,  was  given  by  the 
Honorable  Commander  Harold  E.  Staesen,  Delegate  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  at  tho  Twentieth  Meeting  of  Committee  IIlA • 
This  answer,  as  it  appears  In  summary  form  in  tho  minutes  of 
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the  meeting,  IB  as  follows:  "He  (Commander  Stasson)  stated 
that  when  a  permanent  member  of  the  Council  was  a  party  to  a 
dispute,  Its  enforced  abstention  would  mean  that  the*  other 
four  permanent  mumbors  and  threo  of  tho  uoi-pormanont  members 
might  roach  a  decision  which  involved  a  judgment  concerning  the 
rightnoss  or  wrongness  of  the  dispute.  Th!.s  decision  could  in- 
volve recommendations  as  to  the  terms  of  settlement,  he  ob- 
served, therefore,  that  "there  is  no  exception  from  the  judg- 
ment of  the  bar  of  the  world".  The  Honorable  Representatives 
of  the  other  four  permanent  members  of  the  Council  did  not 
make  any  specific  statement  in  response  to  the  question 
which  the  Honorable  Representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  answered  in  so  direct  a  manner.  However,  no  objec- 
tion was  raised  by  them  concerning  tho  statement  of  Commander 
Stassen.   It  Is  to  be  hoped  that  this  statement  means  ishe  real 
interpretation  which  tho  Security  Council  will  give  in  the 
future  to  the  question  raised.   In  regard  to  the  other  cases 
of  abstention  from  voting  of  a  permanent  member  of  tho  Council, 
no  interpretation  was  given  as  to  the  effects  of  such  an  ab- 
stention. 

At  the  ninth  i;-eoting  of  Committee  1II/I,  tho  Honorable 
Delegate  of  New  Zealand  raisod  a  question  ao  to  how  the 
"veto  power"  of  the  permanent  members  of  tho  Security  Council 
would  operate.  He  expressed  the  hope  that  the  Representatives 
of  the  sponsoring  r.ovornmonts  mi^ht  be  willing  to  give  a  full 
explanation  concerning  this  mattur.   The  Honorable  Delegate 
of  the  United  Kingdom  expressed  the  view  that  a  permanent 
member  could  not  prevent  the  investigation  by  the  Security 
Council  ef  a  dispute  under  the  provisions  of  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  A-.  A  permanent  wumbur  not  party  to  a  dispute,  how- 
ever, could  exercise  Its  vote  power  In  the  cose  of  a  recom- 
mendation or  decision  by  the  Council.  Although  the  Council 
could  not  name  a  permanent  inomber  as  aggressor,  public 
opinion  would  be  in  a  position  to  do  so  cftor  tho  issuus  had 
been  investigated  by  the  Council.   The  Honorable  Delegate  of 
Australia  said  that  a  clear  distinction  should  bo  drawn 
between  pacific  sottloment  of  disputes  under  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  A,  and  action  taken  to  doal  with  throats  to  peace 
or  acts  of  aggression  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B. 
"Countries  which  might  be  prepared,  reluctantly,  he  added, 
to  accept  a  right  of  veto  by  the  great  powers  upon  action  under 
Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  could  seo  no  reason  at  all  for 
their  having  a  right  of  veto  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A. 
Many  other  honorable  delegates  took  participation  in  the 
discussion  of  the  "veto  power"  granted  by  the  Yalta  Formula, 
or  Section  C,  to  the  permanent  numbers  of  the  Security 
Council.  A  motion  was  presented  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Colombia  concerning  the  appointment  of  a  subcommittee 
In  order  to  clarify  the  doubts  which  had  arisen  in  the  course 
of  the  debate.  The  motion  was  approved, and  Subcommittee 
III/I/B  was  established.  The  members  of  some  were  the 
Representatives  of  the  'four  sponsoring  governments,  end  of 
Australia,  Cuba,  Egypt,  the  Netherlands,  Greoce,  Prance, and 
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the  Rapporteur.  At  the  first  meeting  of  the  subcorarrl  floe , 
the  Honorable  Donald  Blaisdell,  of  the  Delegation  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  was  elected  Chairman.  On  the  srmo 
occasion,  the  subcommittee  decided  that  questions  concerning 
Section  C  of  Chapter  VI  which  members  of  the  subcommittee, 
other  than  the  representatives  of  the  sponsoring  ijovornments, 
might  be  prepared  to  submit  should  be  presented  to  the  Secre- 
tariat, which  would  endeavor  to  sort  them,  to  eliminate  dupli- 
cations and  to  present  a  complete  document  erhbodying  such  quos- 
tions.  In  this  manner,  a  complete  questionnaire  was  prepared 
and  presented  to  the  representatives  in  the  b"l>coininittee 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  United  Kingdom  of  Gre'at 
Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  the  Union  of  the  Soviet  Socialisl 
Republics  and  China.  The  answer  to  that  questionnaire  was  re- 
ceived by  the  subcommittee  many  days  later  and  in  the  form  of 
a  statement  of  the  3»epresentatJ ves  of  the  sponsoring  governments, 
to  which  the  acquiescence  of  France  had  also  been  secured.   Ow- 
ing to  the  fact  that  the  statement  received  did  not  contain 
specific  answers  to  the  questions  included  in  the  question- 
naire, a  discussion  followed  In  the  subcommittee  concerning  the 
interpretation  of  the  statement  in  particular  regard  to  each 
one  of  the  questions  presented  to  the  representatives  of  the 
sponsoring  governments.  Requests  were  made  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  an  ampllfj cation  of  the  statement  in  such  a  way  as  to 
cover  aDl  tho  questions  raised.  The  subcommittee  come  to  the 
full  realization  that  the  representatives  of  the  sponsoring 
powers  did  not  feol  that  it  was  possible  for  them  to  amplify 
their  statement  or  to  give  specific  answers  to  all  the  questions 
that  had  beon  presented  to  them.  Commit tec  III/I/B  adopted  a 
final  decision  to  send  the  questionnaire,  together  with  the 
statement  of  the  representatives  of  the  sponsoring  yowers,  to 
Committee  III/I, 

After  receiving  the  documents  which  I  have  just  mentioned, 
the  discussion  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  was  resumed  in  Committee 
III/I  at  the  sixteenth  meeting  of  the  Committee  and  with  par- 
ticular regard  to  tho  questions  presented  to  the  sponsoring 
iXDwers  and  to  the  statement  prepared  by  them  in  answer  to  such 
questions.  Very  important  addresses  were  doHvorod  in  favor 
and  against  the  so-called  "veto  power".  The  Australian  amend- 
ment which  was  intended  to  exclude  from  the  exercise  of  the 
veto  power  any  decisions  of  the  Security  Council  concerning  the 
pacific  settlement  of  international  controversies,  was  finally 
submitted  to  the  vote  of  Committee  III/I.  Owing  to  the  fact 
that  somo  of  the  provisions  contained  in  this  amendment  had  been 
taken  care  of  in  another  Committee,  the  Honorable  Delegate  of 
Australia  reworded  his  amendment  as  follows : 

"Add  the  following  at  the  end  of  Chapter  VI,  Section  C, 
paragraph  2: 
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"Decisions  made  by  the  Security  Council  in  the 
exercise  of  any  of  Its  duties,  functions  and  powers 
under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  decisions  on  procedural  matters. " 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  wao  to  require  only  a  simple 
or  unqualified  majority  of  seven  members  for  any  decisions  cf 
the  Security  Council  with  respect  to  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII, 
of  the  Efumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  which  refers  to  the  pacific 
settlement  of  disputes. 

The  Australian  amendment  was  lost  by  the  following  vote: 
10  affirmative,  20  negative* and  15  abstentions. 

I  make  a  special  reference  to  the  result  of  the  vote 
on  the  Australian  amendment  because  it  was  considered  as  a 
test  case  for  the  other  amendments  proposed  in  regard  to 
Section  C  of  Chapter  VI.  The  other  amendments,  in  fact, 
constituted  a  greater  departure  fruri  the  original  te»xt  of 
Section  C  than  was  implied  in  the  Austral  LOU  amendment.   The 
consensus  of  Committee  Ill/I  was  made  perfectly  c"LC'nr  in  this 
respect;  and  for  this  ron,sr.u,  the  oth»-i  ununcLuciitrj  were  not 
submitted  to  a  vote,  althuiigb  -mly  a  LV.^  of  thorn  \/cre  speci- 
fically withdrawn  oy  the  respective  Uc-i^g.t..iccs. 

The  original  text  of  Section  C  vrs  Viir-n  put  to  a  vote. 
This  was  done  by  a  show  i-i1  h*in«1a  CuiccriiUik  Paragraphs  1  r.nd  2. 
The  vote  on  Paragraph  3  V:,F  t>^V,  r.  b/  rol" -cell  due  to  a  motion 
presented  by  the-  Honorable  D^l-j^ito  cf  Bi.'lr,'1^. 

Paragraph  1  of  Section  C  vas  adopted  unanimously  by 
an  affirmative  vote  of  33. 

Paragraph  2  of  Section  C  was  adopted  by  30  affirmative 
votes  to  1  negative  vote. 

Paragraph  3  of  Section  C  was  adopted  by  a  roll-call 
vote  which  was  registered  as  follows:  30  affirmative  and  2 
negative  votes,  15  abstentions  and  3  absences. 

The  affirmative  votes  were  those  of  Brazil,  Byelo- 
russia, Canada,  China,  Costa  Rica,  Czechoslovakia,  Denmark, 
Dominican  Republic,  Ehtlople,  France,  Greece,  Honduras,  India, 
Iraq,  Lebanon,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Nicaragua,  Norway, 
Philippine  Commonwealth,  Syria,  Turkey,  Ukrainian  t»,f..R.,  Union 
of  South  Africa,  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics, 
United  Kingdom,  United  States  of  Amorica,  Uruguay,  Venezuela, 
and  Yugoslavia. 

Tho  negative  votes  were  those  of  Colombia  and  Cuba. 

The  abstenticns  wore  those  of  Argentina,  Australia, 
Belgium,  Bolivia,  Chile,  Egypt,  El  Salvador,  Guatemala, 
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Iron,  Mexico,  Netherlands,  New  Zealand,  Panama,  Paraguay, 
and  Peru. 

The  absent  representatives  wore  those  of  Ecurdor,  Haiti, 
and  Saudi  Arabia. 

The  original  text  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  en  Voting, 
was  adopted  without  change  arid  remains  as  follows : 

11  Section  £.  Voting 

11 1.   Each  member  of  the  Security  Council  should  have 
one  vote. 

"2.   Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  procedural 
matters  should  bo  made  by  an  affirmative  vote 
of  seven  riiombers. 

n 3.   Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 

matters  should  be  nrde  by  an  affirmative  vote  of 
seven  numbers  incltiding  the  concurring  votes  of 
the  permrjient  members;  provided  that,  in  decisions 
under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  and  undor  the 
scccnd  sentence  of  Paragraph  1  of  Chapter  VIII, 
Section  C,  a  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain 
from  voting. 

The  Steering  Committee  had  referred  to  Committee  III/I 
two  important  matters.   One  of  them  concerns  the  submission 
of  reports  of  the  Security  Council  to  the  General  Assembly, 
subcommittee  III/I/C  was,  organized  in  order  to  study  this 
question  in  consultation  with  the  appropriate  o ubcomralttee  of 
Committee  II/2.   As  a  result  of  the  work  of  those  two 
o  uboommitteos  a  redraft  of  Paragraph  8,  Section  B,  Chapter  V, 
which  wcs  adopted  by  Committee  II/2  with  slight  modifications. 
This  text,  as  already  modified,  was  submitted  to  Committee 
III/I,  together  with  the  text  of  on  interpretation  already 
adopted  by  Committee  II/2.  After  the  necessary  discussion. 
Committee  III/I  adopted  by  34  votes  the  text  of  paragraph  o, 
Section  B,  Chapter  V  and  also  the  Interpretation  with  respect 
to  that  Paragraph  approved  by  Committee  II/2.   The  text  of  the 
new  paragraph  8,  as  approved  by  Committee  III/I  is  as  follows: 

M8.   The  General  Assembly  should  receive  end  consider 
annual  and  special  reports  from  the  Security 
Council;  such  reports  should  include  an  account 
of  the  measures  which  the  Security  Council  has 
adopted  or  applied  to  maintain  international 
peace  and  security. 

"The  General  Assembly  should  receive  and 
consider  reports  from  the  other  bodies  of  the 
Organization. 
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The  interpretation  adopted  is  the  following: 

"That  paragraph  8  does  not  limit  in  any  way  the 
powers  of  the  Assembly  set  forth  in  paragraphs  1  end 
6,  and  consequently  when  the  General  Assembly  is  con- 
sidering reports  from  the  Security  Council  It  may 
exercise  the  powers  of  discussion  and  recommendation 
stated  in  those  paragraphs." 

The  second  mattor  referred  by  the  Steering  Committee  to 
Committee  III/I  has  to  do  with  the  election  of  tho  Secretary 
General .  Tho  Committee  was  specially  requested  to  consider 
the  words  "made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  7  members"  in  tho 
proposed  text  of  paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  V  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals ,  as  approved  by  Committee  II/l  on 
May  25,  19*5. 

As  Committee  III/I  had  already  adopted  the  original 
text  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro- 
posals, as  complemented  at  tho  Crimea  Conference,  it  was 
not  deemed  necessary  to  adopt  any  special  provision  concerning 
the  intervention  of  the  Security  Council  in  the  election  of 
the  Secretory  General,  which  should  be  nadc  in  accordance 
with  Section  C  in  so  far  as  the  Security  Council  is  concerned. 

The  Rapporteur  takes  the  liberty  to  enclose  with  his 
Report  the  following  documents: 

1)  Questionnaire  submitted  to  tho  representatives  of 

the  sponsoring  powers  concerning  the  practical 
application  of  paragraphs  2  and  3  of  Section  C; 

2)  The  Statement  of  the  representatives  of  the 
s-ponsoring  powers  given*  in  answer  to  the  questionnaire; 
and,  at  the  request  of  the  Honorable  Delegate  of 
Australia, 

3)  The  nicmorcudun  presented  by  the  Australian  Dele- 
gation concerning  the  statement  of  the  representa- 
tives of  tho  ^sponsoring  powers. 

Respectfully  submitted: 
June  16,  1945. 


H<5ctor  David  Castro  (El  Salvador; 
Rapporteur. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  m 

June  16, 


SION  HI        Security  Counca 

Comit£  1    Organisation  et  Procedure 


SUITE  AU  COMPTE  RENDU  SUR  LES  TRAVAUX  DU  COMITE  III/l 
CuNCERflAKT  LES  ^CTT^T^^^  C  '*  V  D  DTTCHAPITRE  VI  DBS 

QlKS     OTMTsTAR  LE 


~TI.    HECTOR  DAVID  CASTRO 

SECTION  C 

La  discussion  g6n^rale  de  la  Section  C,  du  Chapitre  VI 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  a  commence  &  la  neuvl&me 
stance  du  Comit6  III/l  et  s'est  continue  au  cours  des  deux 
stances  suivantes  de  ce  Comite. 

Le  texte  de  la  Section  C  est  revise  comme  11  suit: 
SECTION  C.  VOTE 

1.  Chaque  membre  du  Conseil  de  securlte  devrait  avoir 
une  voix. 

2.  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  securite  sur  les 
questions  de  procedure  devraient  Stre  prises  &  la  ma jo- 
rite  de  sept  voix. 

3-   Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securite  aur  toutes  les 
autres  questions  devraient  Stre  prises  &  la  jamorite  de  sept 
voix  dont  celles  des  membre s  permanent s,  sous  reserve 
que,  pour  les  decTsTons  vlsSes  au  Chapitre  VIII,  Sec- 
tion A  et  dans  la  deuxieme  phrase  du  Paragraphe  1  du 
Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C,  une  par tie  &  un  diff6rend 
devrait  a'abstenir  de  voter. 

Aucun  amendement  Important  n'est  propose  au  Paragraphe  1. 
La  substitution  du  futur  dans  le  texte  franjais  au  mot  "should11 
du  texte  anglais  qul  a  6t6  propose  est  de  fait  une  question 
de  redaction  qul  sera  examinee  par  les  Comltes  respect if s 
de  la  Conference. 

Les  autres  amendement s  proposes  se  rapportent  aux 
Paragraphe s  2  et  3  de  la  Section  0.  L'lnterdt  manifest^  par 
toutes  les  delegations  &  toutes  lea  discussions  de  la  Section 
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C  du  Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  ro-'a  amenl 

&  donner  dans  le  present  rapport  la  llste  complete  des  amende- 
ments  proposes  &  ce'te  section.  Ce  sont  les  sulvants: 

Australia 

11 1.  Chaque  membre  du  Consell  de  S£curlt£  disposer  a 
d'une  voix. 

11 2.  3auf  disposition  contralre  express&nent  pr£vue, 
les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  S£curit6  sont  prises  & 
la  majorit^  de  sept  membre s. 

"3.  Dang  les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  S£curit£  relevant 
de  la  Section  A  du  Chapitre  VIII  ou  du  premier  paragraphe 
de  la  Section  C  du  meme  Chapitre  VIII,  une  partie  &  un 
diff^rend  s'abstiendra  de  voter. 

M4.  En  vertu  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VIII,  toute 
decision  du  Conseil  de  S£curic£  exige  une  majorite  de  sept 
membre s,  comprenant  les  cinq  membre 3  permanent s*  En 
vertu  du  paraaraphe  2,  de  la  Section  C,  du  Chapitre 
VIII,  toute  decision  du  Conseil  de  S£curit6  exige  \yv, 
majorit6  de  sept  membre s  comprenant  au  moins  trois  de 
ses  membre 3  permanent s. " 

Br^sil 

"En  ce  qui  concerne  le  present  Chapitre,  la  Delegation 
du  Br^sil  se  borne  done:  (a)  &  manifester  le  d6sir  que 
dans  les  dispositions  du  plan  dSfinltlf  de  I1 Organisation 
mondiale  concernant  la  procedure  de  vote  au  Conseil  de 
S<Scurit£,  on  adopte  la  r&gle  dfapr&s  laquelle  1'Etat  qui 
violerait  les  obligations  contenues  dans  la  Charte  fon- 
damentale  serait  prlv6  du  droit  de  vote  lorsqu'll 
s'agirait  de  se  prononcer  sur  cette  violation;  (b)  a 
indlquer  la  n6cessit6  de  supprimer  au  paragraphe  5  de  la 
Section  D  les  mots  l!et  tout  Etat  non-membre  de  I1  Organi- 
sation11 au  cas  ou  le  principe  de  I1 universality  de  la 
nou'velle  Organisation  Internationale  serait  accept^  : 
(c)  i,  proposer  de  computer  la  Section  D  par  un  nouveau 
paragraphe  portant  le  num^ro  6  et  alnsi  con9u: 

"6.  Dans  les  cas  prevus  aux  deux  paragraphes  pr6- 
c6dents  (num^ros  4  et  5)  un  membre  de  I1 Organisa- 
tion, admis  &  particlper  &  la  plscusslon,  devralt, 
pour  les  questions  de  vote,  @tre  plac£  sur  le 
m@me  pled  que  les  membre  s  du  Conseil. ft 
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Canada 


Les  premi&res  llgnes  du  paragraphe  3  devraient  8tre 
amend£es  de  la  faon  suivante: 


"Les  decisions  du  Consell  de  S£curit£  sur  touces  les 
autres  questions  seront  prises  &  une  majorit^  repr^sen- 
tant  au  moins  les  deux-  tiers  de  tous  les  membres  du 
Conseil  de  S£curit6  et  comprenant  les  voix  des  membres 
permanent  s.  " 

Cuba 

l!2.   Les  decisions  du  Consell  devraient  6tre  prises  & 
la  ma'jorit6  des  cVux-  tiers  de  ses  membres,  sauf  pour 
les  questions  de  procedure,  oti  la  majorice  simple 
serait  suffisante.  Dans  les  cao  douteuxf  le  Consell 
d£clderait  par  une  majorit^  des  deux-ciers  si  la  ques- 
tion &  trancher  esfc  ou  non  une  question  de  procedure. 

"3«   Pour  les  questions  concernant  le  raaintien  de  la 
palx  et  de  la  securite  Internationales  qui  sonc  vis6es 
au  Chapitre  VIII,  les  decisions  devraient  Stre  prises 
&  la  majorite  des  deux-tiers  des  sept  Etats  mentlonn^s 
&  Ifalxn6a  (a)  du  paragraphe  1  de  la  Section  A  du  Chapicre 
VI  et  &  la  majorite  des  deux-tiers  des  autres  membres  du 
Conseil.  " 

Equateur 

"2.   'Out^s  les  d^cis:  'ns  cla  roiiB^ll  d«  CV^ur-1  i,e,  quoji 
qu!en  soit  le  sujet,  devronc  S^^e  appr-^uv^ea  par  un  vote 
afflrmatif  de  huit  de  ses  membres. 

f!3«  Les  membres  du  Consell  qui  sont  parties  &  un 
litige  ou  &  un  dlff^rend  dont  le  Conseil  lul-m§me  a  & 
ponnaltre  direc  cement  ou  indirectement,  s'abaciendront 
de  voter  sur  les  decisions  que  le  Consell  prendra  du 
fait  des  pouvoirs  et  de  Ifautorlt6  que  lul  conf&re  le 
Chapitre  VIII  des  Propositions,  au  sujet  de  ces  litige? 
ou  de  ces  dlff  trends. 

Egypte 

"2.  Les  decisions  du  Consell  de  3£curlt£  sur  les 
questions  de  procedure  devraient  etre  prises  &  la 
majorite  de  huit  voix. 

"3*  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  S£curlt£  sur  toutes 
les  autres  questions  devront  6tre  prises  &  la  raajorit£ 
de  huit  voix  dont  eel  les  des  membres  permanent  s,  ou 
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tout  au  raolns  de  quatre  d'entre  eux,  etant  entendu  qu'une 

partie  &  un  litige  devrait  s'abstenlr  de  voter  pendant  que 
oe  diff^rend  est  &  1'^tude." 

Salvador 

"4.  Dans  les  questions  qul  ne  sont  pas  des  questions 
de  procedure,  si  le  vote  affirmatif  de  sept  membres  du 
Conseil  de  Securit6  ou  plus  comprend  les  voix  d'une 
majorit^  mais  non  de  I'unanimit^  des  membres  pcrmanonts 
du  Conseil,  le  Conseil  de  S£curit6  renverra  la  question 
pour  decision  finale,  &  I'Assemblee,  et  aglra  ensuite 
conformant  &  cette  decision  de  lf  Assemble,  qui  devra 
6tre  prise  &  la  majorit£  des  deux-tiers  des  membres  de 
I1  Assemble." 

Ethiopie 

Paragraphe  3.  Insurer  les  mots  "et  Section  B,  paragraphe 
3"  aprfes  les  mots  "Chapitre  VIII,  Section  A.n 

Prance 

"1.     Pour  maintenir  et  r^tablir  la  paix  et  la  s^curit^ 
internatTonalos,   le  Tonseil  de  S'STFurita  proc^dera^   selon 
les  cas,   par  voie^e  "recommandationV^oupar  voie  *Se 
^S^cisions/11     Les  ""Tecominandations11   seront  prises  aTTa 
majority  ^3an3  qualificatlonj  des  deux-tiergT"des  meiriEres 
du  CpnseilT Les  decisions  seront  prises  &  la  majorita 

§uallfi6e^(compr9nant  lTunonlmit6  des  memSres  permanent s) 
es  deux-tiers. 

"Dans  lo  cas  o^  le  Conseil  ne  r^ussit  pas  &  prendre  une 

r 6 solution,  les  membres  de  TE  ^ocl?te  se  r5servent  le  droit 

fl'aglr  commeTIs"Te  jugerorilTn^cessaire  dans  1 

r 


de  Ta  p.aixt  du  drolt  et  de  l.e~Justioe. 

Grfece 


Insurer,  entre  les  paragraphes  2  el  3  d^s  textes  £labor£s 
b,  Yalta,  un  nouveau  paragraphe  3  confu  comme  suit: 


"Paragraphe  3.  Les  recommendations  au  Conseil  de 

en  vertu  du  paragraphe  -2  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VIII, 

devront  Stre  adoptees  &  la  majorit£  des  sept  volx. 

"Le  paragraphe  3  du  texte  original  deviendrait  alnsi  le 
paragraphe  4." 
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Guatemala 

"II  semble  logique  que  les  membres  du  Conseil  de  S^curite 
et  ceux  des  autres  organes  conservent  le  droit  de  prendre 
la  parole  dans  les  discussions  ou  &  propos  des  decisions 
qui  touchent  les  int6r8ts  de  leur  pays,  mais  ne  puissent 
prendre  part  aux  votes  dans  ce  cas,  car  s'ils  pouvaient 
le  faire,  ils  jouiraient  ainsi  d'avantages  particuliers.'  5 

Iran 

Ml.  Chaque  membres  du  Consell  de  S6curit6  devra  avoir 
une  voix. 

"2*  Los  decisions  du  Conseil  de  S£curit6  sur  toutes 
les  questions  seront  prises  &  la  majoric^  de  9  voix  sous 
cette  reserve  que,  pour  les  decisions  vis£es  au  Chapitre 
VIII,  Section  A,  et  dans  la  deuxi&me  phrase  du  Paragraphs 
1,  du  Chapicre  VIII,  Section  C,  une  partie  &  un  diff^rend 
devralc  s'abstenir  de  voter." 

Pays-Baa 
Remplacer  le  paragraphe  3  pa?  1©  cexte  sulvant: 

"Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  S^curlt^  relatives  &  toutes 
les  aucres  questions  devront  6tre  prises  S,  la  majoritfi 
des  voix  coraprenant  I'unanimlt^  dos  voix  das  membres 
permanents  et  la  inoitiu  -  aux  ou  le  nombre  des  rsembres 
non-permanent  s  ayant  le  droit  de  vote  seralt  impair-  la 
majorice  des  voix  des  membres  non-  permanent  3  t  sous  cette 
reserve  que,  pour  les  decisions  visees  au  Chapitre  VIII, 
Section  A,  et  dans  la  deuxic?me  phrase  du  paragraphe  1  du 
Chapitre  VIII,  Section  0,  une  partie  h  un  dlfferend  devra 
s'abstonlr  de  voter." 

Norvege 

Chapitre  VI,  C»3: 
&  la  majority  de  hult  voix." 

Commonvoalth  des  Philippines 

Substituer  &  la  premi&re  clause  du  paragraphs  3  le 
texte  sulvant: 

"3-  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  S£curit6  sur  toutes  les 
autres  questions  devraient  6tre  prises  &  la  majorit6 
des  membres  permanent  s  et  &  la  majorit£  des  membres 
non-permanent  s,  votant  s6par6ment;" 
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62] 
et  ajouter  &  la  fin  du  paragraphe  3  (apr&s  "Voter11  ), 

"Dans  toutes  lea  decisions  entralnant  le  recours  & 
des  forces  armies  pour  le  maintlen  de  la  paix,  un  vote 
favorable  des  quatre-cinqui&gies  (4/5)  des  membres 

) 


permanent  s  et  des  trois-quarts  (3/4)  <tos  membres  non- 
permanonts  du  Consoil  de  S&jurite  soralt 


31  les  ainondoments  aux  paragraphaa  3,  Section  C,  Chap  It  re 
VI,  et  Section  B,  Cliapltro  IX,  qul  flgurent  dans  le 
present  document,  ne  sont  pas  accepts,  la  Conference 
voudra  bien  examiner  le  te^ce  suivant: 

"4.  jJi  ]£  Conseil  do  s£curit|,  par  juite  d'un  vote 
contraire  dfiin  membre  permanunt  t  ne  pouvait  parvenir 
"    decision  daiis  Jlejj  conditions  pr6vues  par  le 

" 


paragraphs  3  de  cette"^.ctlont  jig  cas  sorait  soumis  & 
I'Assemb 


'AssembTSo  tfSH^ralpT  ^Gbg  dOclsions  do  I'Assembl^e 
Ij5n6rale  ^uifTes  questions  ^qul  liil^seraient  .  soumls'e  s 
par  le  Consoil  d'o^g5curl"tS  aux  tormes  du  present  paragra- 
phe  ^vjvqjfjnt  8trc  Mqulses  par  un  vote  arfirrnQtif  t 
Ta  ma7ori'fo""Ees  broTs-quarts  des  volx  de"TTensemble'^'des 


Uruguay 
Ajoutor  un  nouveau  pr.ragraphe,  num^ro  4,  con9U  comme  suit: 

11  4.  Le  Conseil  de  S^curitd  dovra  examiner  tous  les  trois 
ans,  ou  de  sa  propre  initiative,  la  possibility  de  rendre 
g&ieralemont  applicable  i  toutes  lf  s  resolutions,  les 
regies  £nonc<Sos  h,  la  derniire  partie  du  paragraphs  3 
di-dossus." 

Venezuela 

MPr6ciser  quo  1'Etat  qui  aura  r.n  s:^c«>  r.u  v  onswil  n'v  aura 
pas  le  drolt  de  vote,  lorsqu1!!  sera  partie  A  un  flifferena. 


622 

Pluflleure  questions  importantc?  on$  §te  rliscutees  au  sujct 
de  la  Section  C  et  des  amendements^enumeres.  Le^polnt  •orlnol- 
pal  de  la  discussion  semble  avoir  6te  la  majorlte  quelifi6e  do 
sopt ^membres  qul  est  requise  pour  touto  decision  du  Consoil 
de  Seourlte  sur  les  questions  qul  ne  sont  pas  des  questions  do 
procedure.  Cette  majorito  doit  comprendre  conformoment  aux 
termes  du  paragrapho  3  do  la  Section  C,  lo  vote  des  cinq  mom- 
bres  permanents.  Par  consequent,  le  vote  contralre  d'un^eul 
des  membres  permanent s  creera  pour  le  Consell  do  Bocurltu  l^m- 
posslbilite  d'adopter  une  decision  d1 importance  sur  laquolle 
peut  reposer  la  palx  du  monde.^  Ce  ^ouvolr  dont  Joult  tout  mom- 
bre  permanent^ du  Consul  de  Socurite,  ut  qui  lul  pcrmet  de  mot- 
tre  obstacle  a  toute  decision  importonto  du  Consell  est  connu 
au  oours  de  nos  discussions  squs  lo  nora  de  droit  de  veto  des 
membres  permanent s.  Los  representunts  des  qua t re  puissances 
invltantes,  a  savoir  les  Etats-Unls  d!Amorlquc,  le  Roypume- 
Ui)i  de  Orande-Bretagne  ct  de  1'Irlnnde  r»u  Nord,  1! Union  des 
Republlques  Sovletlques  Social letos  et  la  Chine,  nuxquulles 
s!ajoute  la  Prence  qul  dovlendro ^egnleracnt  un  roembre  permanent 
du  Consell,  ont  vigourejueement  defondu  le  droit  de  veto  de 
ces  meijbres,  rtu  fait  qu'lls  consldbrent  lour  unrnimite  complete 
comme  ctant  absolumont  ossentlcllo  nu  fonctlonnement  efficace 
du  Consell  de  Securlto,  De  nnmbroux  rv-prescntnnts  d^utros^ 
nations  volent  pourttmt  In  situation  dfun  point  de  vue  diffe- 
rent; et  les  nmendenonts  qu'lls  ont  introduits  nvoient  pour 
but  de  rostrelndre  ce  drolt  du  veto  qu'ile  considoivilcnt  non 
pas  comme  le  privilege  p«rtlculler  de  ohncune  des  grandeo  puis- 
sances mrls  plut^t  nomno  une  fr.ibleese  do  I'Orpnnlaation  des 
Nations  Unies  toute  entlere,  ntnnt  donno  que  I1 opposition  d'un 
seul  des  membres  pernnnents  sonble  sufflre  o  Drrrlyoer  I1 act  ion 
du  Consell  sur  des  questions  d'une  importance  tollo  quo  leur 
solution  t)eut  decider  de  la  nalx  ou  de  In  guerre.  Des  repre- 
sentants  des  cinq  nembros  pernanontn  du  Conseil  de  Socurlte 
n'ont  pas  essayo  de  sous-estlnor  l^mportnnce  de  toute  si- 
tuation engenclree  prr  ^application  de  cu  droit  c?e  veto;  ils 
ont  au  contrnire  oxpiique  qu!aucun  effort  ne  somble  devoir 
fetre^falt  afln  d'arrivor  aux  decisions  Importnut^s  du  Consell 
do  Sccurlto  avant  de  s'6tre  assure  de  I'unaninite  requlso 
dos  membres  permanent s.  En  outre,  lls  n'ont  pas  cesse  d'af fir- 
mer que,  du  -oojrit  de  vue  realiste,  11  ost  evident  a  lours 
yeux,  que  i'unpr.inite  oont>lbto  cjes  grnndos  puinsonces  eot  in-^ 
dispensable  a  i1 execution  des  declGions  du  Conoeil  de  Socurite 
visant  a  rrjin-onir  ^a  pnix  et  In  aocurluS  intornationales. 
Ils  estlnent  »rj'a  Aefout  de  cette  unonnltr  lo  Coneell  seralt 
tellemenu  hj-^d:  .-^pe  qu'ils  ne  pourr.'aei;t  .Jnmnis  orrlvor  a 
oes  buts.  P'JuLicure  delegues  se^sont  eff^rces  de  rondre^e 
drolt  de  v,to  :. iJax>p?,icoble  aux  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Socu- 
rlto  se  raw/'^c'nt;  au  refinement  paoiilque  des  dlfforendB. 
Dfautres  cnsiioLononua  ont  ete  proposes  d:apres  Lesquela  11 
.aerait  requls  oertalnes  majorites  non  qualiflees  pour  toutes 
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lee  decisions  du  Cone ell;  d'autree  encore  ont  ete  preeentee 
afln  de  dormer  le  mfeme  pouvolr  au  vote  dee  membree  non-Derma- 
nente  qufa  oelul  dee  membree  permunente  du  Coneell.  Une  pro- 
position fut  fnlte  pour  otnbllr  uno  difference  dane  le  voto  ' 
requle  pour  loe^declelone  ot  pour  lee  ruoommandatlone  du  Con- 
eell*  Doux  delogjjtione  prosonteront  dee  amendemente  tendant 
a^viter  lee  onneequenoee^lmpeeeee  au  eeln  du  Ooneell  de 
Securit6  qul  pourralent  reeulter  de  I'emploi  du  drolt  de  veto 
par  un  ou  deux  membree  permanent e  du  Coneell;  et  ellee  eugge- 
rent  qu'en  de  tellee  dro^nst/moes  la  queetlon  dlecutee  dovralt 
Stre  yenvoyeo  a  I'Aesembloe  GhSnernle  des  Notions  Unles  pour  , 
une  decision  finale  qul  dcvrnit  dejjondre  d'uno  large  majorite 
d'e  voix.  En  ce  ^ul  concerne  Ins  decisions  entralnnnt  I'emplol 
de^a  force  nrraoe  T)^ur  mnlntonir  In  mix,  une  proposition  fut 
proecntoe  pour  obtenlr  qu'une  majorlte  quallfl,e  de  vnix  eoit 
exlgee.  Pour  lee  doolelone  Au  Consoi^  qul  n^  eont  Das  dos 
questions  de  r>r^cedurc,  11  fut  propose  quo  "si  le  Consoll 
n'nrrlvo  pas  h  une  decision,  los  membres  do  I1  Organisation 
so  rceervent  le  drolt  d'aglr  comma  lie  le  Jugont  noccssalre 
dnns  I!lnter6t  de  In  palx,  du  drolt  ot  do  la  justice11.  II 
somble  <ju!li  nit  tou.lours  exlstc  une  unanlmlte  genernle  parml 
lee  delegations  sur  I'abstontion,  ^ors  du  vote,  rcqulso  do 
tout  membre  du  C^neell  de  Securite,  -oartlu  h  un  lltige  eoumle 
au  Coneeil*  Lo  texto  du  paragraph©  3  do  lo  Section  (J  9ontient 
uno  disposition  a  oet  effot;  et  cotto  disposition^  eto  egalo- 
ment  Incorporee  a  do  nombreux  anendements  presentee.  Cette 
m6mo  question  oepondnnt  a  dnnno  lieu  a  un  dcbat  important. 
Lo  point  dieouto  oonoorno  lee  nombroe  pernanents  du  Conseil. 
Si  lfun  de  oeux-ci  eot  partio  n  un  dlfforund  sounds  a  la 
coneidor^tlon  du  Coneell,  11  dovra  e'abstonir  de  voter  et, 
par  consequent,  11  sera  impossible  d1 obtenlr  le  nonbro  total 
dee  clncj  votee  doe  nonbree  permnnonts  conprie  dans  la  majorlte 
qualifies  de  eopt  nonbroe  exigee  par  le  paragraphe  3  de  la 
Section  C  pour  touto  declelon  de  fond  du  C^neell.  Cocl 
oreorait-11  ru  sein  flu  O'»neoll  .unu  Inpr.es^  qui  mettrpit  celui- 
ci  dane  I'lmposslbilite  d'ndoxyter  une  dccleion  concernant  lo 
lltige  en  question  ?  -  81  un  membre  permanent ^u  Coneell  % 
e'abetlent  de  voter  eur  un  sujot  quelconque,  etnnt  prrtie  a 
un  lltige  ou  non,  ou  nnur  toute  autro  rnleon,  quele  soraient 
les  effete  de  oetto  nbetontlon  ?  Ne  eornlt-oe  en  fnlt  qufune 
forme  partioull&re  du  drolt  Ae  voto  ?  Coe  queetlone  et  blon 
A'autree,  de  trbe  grand e  import once,  furont  eounleee  h^la 
oonelderatl^n  Au  Comlte,  et  tout  er>ecialement  aux  reTjroeen- 
tante  dee  Puleeanoee  Invitantee.  qul  eont  nieux  eltuee  que 
lee  repreeontants  flee  autree  natlone  -oour  internroter  la 
Section  0,  qul  n'eet  autre  choee  que  wla  formule  de^Yalta  eur 
le  vote  au  Ooneoll  Ae  Securite11,  pccepteo  a  la  Conference  de 
Crimee  i>ar  lee  renreeentante  de  trole  Puieennces  invitantes 
et  e^ftlement  aocont^e  plue  tar A  -oar  I1 autre  Puiesnnce  invitante. 
La  roT)onee  la  r>iue  ont^gorlque  a  la  question  relative  aux 
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effets  de  I1  abstention  du  vote  par  un  menbre  r>ernai)ent  du 
Coneeil,  qunnd  11  ost  pnrtle  h  un/lltlge,  fut  donnoe  ^ar  le 
Commandant  Hnrold  E.  Stnssen,  Delegue  dee  Etate-Unls  drAn6rlquef 
b,  la  vlngtleno  soance  du  Comito  III//1.  ^Cette  reponse  eet  re- 
digee  comme  11  suit  snus  SP  fome  resunee^dane  le  proobs-vorbal 
de  la  seance:  flll  (Commandant  Staesen)  declare  que  el  un  mem- 
bre  du  Ooneell  eet  partlo  a  un  differend,  eon  abstention  foroee 
signiflereit  que  Ice  quatre  nutres  nenbree  permanonte  et  tr^le 
dee  menbree  non-permanent s  pourralent ,prondre  une  decision  oom- 
Dortnnt  un  Jugoment  ear  "le  blen-f^nde  ou  le  nal  fonde  du  dlf- 
ferend11. Cette  decision  nnurralt  conp^rtor  dee  recomnandatlone 
sur  lee  tormee  du  reKlenont.  Par  consequent.  Mll  n'y  n  rjae 
d1 exception  au  Jugonont  ^u  tribunal  du  monrte0.  Les  repreeen- 
tants  dee  quatro  nutres  nombres  r)crnanonts  du  Coneoll  ne  flrent 
aucune  declaration  epdciPle  au  sujet  de  la  question  a  laquelle 
le  reprlsentnnt  dee  Etats-Unls  d!Amerique  reoondlt  de  fapon  si 
dlrecte.  Par^illours,  11s  n'ont  souleve  aucune  objection  re- 
lative a  la  declorntion  du  Commandant  Stassen.  On  peut  espe- 
rer  qu1^  I'nvonlr  lo  Conse^l  de  Sdcyrlte  se  sorvirr  de  oette 
declaration  oour  I'lnter^ret/iulon  roello  do  la  question  soule- 
voe.  Dans  les  autros  cas  d1 abstention  d'un  n^nbre  permanent 
du  Consell,  aucune  interpretation  ne  fut  donneo  sur  los  effots 
d^une  telle  abstention. 

A  la  nouvleme  sconce  ^lu  Conltc  III/l,  lo  Delegu^  do  la 
Nouvelle-Zelfmde  a  denande  c^nnent  f onctlonnoralt  "le  Adroit 
do  veto11  des  menibros  permanent s  du  Consell  de  Securite.  II 
exprlna  I'erooir  que  los  re^resontante  dos  Qouvernenente  invl- 
tants  soralent  disposes  a  Conner  une  explication  conplbto  a 
ce  sujet.  Lw  Deleguo  »'u  Roynune-Unl  declara  ostlmer  qu^un 
meinbre  pernnnent  no  peut  emnficher  le  C^nseil  de  Socurlte  d!e- 
tuclier  un  dlfferenrt,  relevant  des  dispositions  du  Choijltre  VIII, 
Section  A.  Un  nenbro  permanent  non  turtle  a  un  Dlfferend  peut 
ce^endant  exercer^snn  drolt  de  veto  dnns  le  cas  dfune  recomman- 
datlon  ou  ^fune  decleion  du  Consell,  Quoique  le  C^nsell  ne 
peut  pas  designer  un  moribre  nernanent  conno  ngrossour,  I1 opinion 
publlque*  peut  le  fr.lre  anree  l!exanen  du  cas  par  le  Consell, 
Lo  Delegue  de  I'Austrplle  t^eclara  qu*une  distinction  nette  doit 
6tre  falte  entre  les  rfeglenents  ^aclflques  des  lltiges  dfaprfes 
le  Chat)ltre  VIII,  Section  A,  ot  les  actions  Arises  pour  falre 
f?ce  aux  mennoes  k  In  pnlx  ou  aotee  degression  dfeprfes  le 
Chanitre  VI II,  Section  B.  MLee  ^ays  qul  seraient  disposes, 
sans  grand  enthousiasne,  pjou*;e-t-il,  a  nccopter  le  veto  des 
granges  r>ulssnnces  sur  les  decisions  relevant  du  Chnpltre  VIII, 
Section  B,  no  verrnlent  aucuno  rnleon  o  ce  qu'elles  poeefedent 
ce  droit/.e  veto  d'aprbe  le  Chanitre  VIII,  Suction  A.  Plueieure 
autres  deleguee  rjrlrent  r>art  k  la  rllecusslon  sur  "le  drolt  de 
veto11  aocorde  ^>ar  la  formule  do  Y^GLta,  ou  Section  C,  aux  membres 
^omonon^s^u  Consell  de  Securite,  Uno  nation  fut  preeontee 
par  le  Deleguo  de  la  Colomblo,  relative  a  I'otablieeenent  dfun 
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squs-comlte  afln  d^eluclder  lea  amblgultes  qu}  ne  sont  ~>resen- 
tees  au  cours  du  debet.^     La  motion  fut  accentee  et  le   Sous- 
Comlte  III/l/B  fut  cree.     SOB  raembros  sont:     Los  represent  ants 
dee  quatro  nulssnnces  invltantos  et  ceux  de  I1  Austral  le,<?e 
Cuba,    d'Egynte,   das  Pnys-Bas,   de  la  G-rece,   de  la  Frrnce  ot 
le  Rnrmorteur.     A  la  nreraiere  reunion  du  Sous-Comlte,  !Jr. 
Donald  Bl^sdell,   de  la  delegation  des  Etats-Unls  dJAmerlque, 
fut  elu  ^resident.     En  raeme  trims,   le  Sous-Comlte  deolda 
que  les  questions  concernant  la  Section  0  du  Chanitre  VI, 
que  les  membres  du  Sous-Coral  to  ^  autros  que  les  renresentants 
des  gouvernements  Invltants,   desirernient  presenter,   devrakont 
fitro  souralses  au  Secretariat  qul  los^mettra  en  ordrc  nfln  d'j- 
llmlner  les  doubles  oimlols  et  de  precentor  un  document  com- 
nlet  exnosant  cos  questions.     De  cette  frfon,   une  llsto  com- 
plete de  ces  questions^  ete  wonaroe  ec  ^resontee  aux  Hepre- 
sentants  au  Sous-Comlte  des  Etats-Unls  d?Ameilque,   du  RoJ^aume- 
Unl  d§  Grande  -&  re  tagrte  et  de  1'Irlande  du  Nord,    de  lr  Union 
des  Republlques   Sovietlques  Socl^llptee^  ot  de  la  Chine.     Le 
Sous-Comlte  re^ut  plus  tard  la  reponse  a  cette  llste   sous 
la  forme  dvunu  declaration  xdes  reprcsenbants  des  gouverne- 
ments  invltants,.  accgmpagnee  de  lf  approbation  de  la  France^ 
Etant  donne  que  la  declaration  rjepue  no  content  It  pas  de  re- 
ponse  directs*  nux^uestlons  pcsoos,   uno  Discussion   s'cqsul- 
vlt  au  ^ous-Ooralte  relative  a  lf  Intr^pretatlon  de  In  decla- 
ration a  l!egnrd  de  cheque  question  prrcicullere  presentee 
aux  repr^sen*cnnts  des  Go"uvernementslnvit?->nts^     Gn  demenda^  ^ 
en  parti  culler,  une  des  declarations   supijlementolres     qul  re- 
pondralt     a  toutes  los  questions  soultjvces.     Lo  Sous-comlte 
se  rend  parfaltement  compte  que  les  represontnntsdes  Puis- 
sances Invltantes  ostlmalent  qufll  leur  etolt  Impossible  d'am- 
pllflpr  lour  decln  ration  ou  de   donner  ^QB  reponses  specif  1- 
aues  a  toutes  los  questions  qul  leur  pvnlent   oto  presentees. 
Le  Comlte  III/l/B  nr'optn   flnalomont  In  r^eol^lon  d'envoyer  em 
Comlte  III/l  lr   llste  fqes  questions  et  In  declaration  rles 
representants  fes  Pulssnnces  Invltpntes. 


Apres  avoir  ropu  les  door.onts  susmontlonnee,   le  Comlte 
III/l  ,   ^t   SP   selzlfeme  seance,    ronrlt  In   discussion  de  la 
Section  ^C,    Chmoitre  VI,    et   en  ppirtlculler  les  questions 
presentees  aux  Puissances  lnvltrntses  et  flo  In  feclnrntlon 
DrSppree  pnr  celles-cl  en  ^et^onse  n   cos  questions.     Df  Im- 
portant es  allocutions  ont   ete  prononcees  pour  et  contro 
ledlt  '•ftrolt  ^e  voto11.     Lf  nmcmdement  austrnllentqul   devolt 
exclure  d^  1'putorlte  du  drolt   dp  veto   toute  decision  du  Con- 
sell  de  Sector  It  6  concernnnt  le   regler^nt  paclflque  des  dlf- 
ferends  lnternatlonnux,a  flua^ement     etc  nls  xaux  volx  au 
Comlte  III/l.      Un  autre  Comlte   s'etant  occupo  de  certr-lnef 
des  dispositions  contenues  dans  cet  amendcrent,   le  D^legue 
de  l'  Austral  4-0  propose  son  nnendonont  en  cce  termes:    "AJouter 
ce  qul  suit  a  la  fin  du  Chopltre  VI,   Section  C,  parpgraphe  2: 
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"Toutes  decisions  prises  par  le  Conseil  de  Seourite 
dans  l!exerclce  de  ses  devoirs,  fonctlons  et  po  avoirs, 
sous  les  ^clauses  du  Chagltre  VIII,  Section  A,  seront 
considereos  comrae  doe  decisions  sur  dee  questions  de 
procedure11. 

Lo  but  de  cet  am  en  do  m  on  t  etalt  ,de  nooessiter  seulamont  une 
ma  Jo  rite  simple  ou  non  qu^llfioej,  de  sept  membrcs  pour  toutes 
decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securite  ayant  trait  a  la  Sootion  A 
du  Ohapltre  VIII,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  sur  le 
reglument  pacif  ique  des  dif  fercmde. 

Ll  amende  me  nt  austral  ion  fut  rejote  par  le  vote  sulvant: 
10  volx  affirmatives,  SO  negatives  ot  15  abstentions. 

Jfattlre  tout  opeclnlement  1'attentlon  eur  le  resu^tat 
du  vote  sur  I'amendement  austrnlien  car  11  fut  consldere  comme 
un  exemple  typlque  &  Hegard  des  autres  amendenents  proposes 
pour  la  Ejection  0  du  Chapltro  VI.  En  f^it,  les  autres  amende- 
ments  s'eoartalent  blen  davantnge  du  texte  original  de  la 
Section  (J  que  I'amendement  australlen  ne  ^emblait  le  falre. 
L'avis  general  du  Conlte  III/l  est  bien  evident  dans  tout  oecl; 
et  o'est  pour  cela  que  les  autres  amondunonts  ne  furent^pas  mis 
aux  voix  quolqu'H  n^en  eut  que  quelques-i^ns  do  dellberement 
retires  par  les  delegues  qul  los  avalent  presentee, 

Le  texte  original  d'e  la  ^Section  C  fut  ensulte  mis  aux  /olx. 
Le  vote  fut  prls  a  mains  levees  pour  les  T>awgrpt5hes  1  et  2  et 
pour  le  ^tDaragraphe  ^3  Dar  nptiel  nomlnwl  en  raison  d'une  motion 
Dresentea  -oar  le  dolofcue  de  la  Belgique. 


Le  parpgr^phe  1  rte  la  Section  0  fut  adopts  a  1'unanlmlte 
avec  33  volx  affirmatives. 

Le  paragraphe  2  fut  adopt  e  par  30  volx  contre  1, 

Le  vote  t>ar  apr>el  sur  le  paragraph©  3  rtonna  les  resultats 
sulvant  s  :  30  T>our,  2  contre,  is  abstentions  et  3  absences. 

,   Les  voix  affirmatives  etaient  les  suiv^ntos:  Brcsil, 
Belo-Russlef  Canada,  Chine,  Costa  Rica,  Tchecoslovaqule, 
Danomark,  Republlque  Donlnlcalne.  Ethlot>le,  France,  Grbce, 
Honduras,  Inde,  Iraq,  Llbanf  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Nicaragua, 
Norvege,  Cnnmonweilth  des  Philippines,  eyrie,  Turquio^  Repu- 
bllque de^l'Ukralne,  Union  Bud  Afrloalne,  Union  Aes  Republl- 
ques  Soviet  Ique  e  Socialist  os,  Royaume-Unl,  Etats-Unls  d'Amorlque, 
Uruguay,  Venezuela  et  Yougoslavle. 

Les  volx  negatives  etaient  chiles  de  la  Colonble  et  de-  Cuba. 
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Lee  abstentions:  Argentine.  Austrille,  Bclgique,  Bolivia, 
Chili,  Egyiste,  Salvador,  Guatemala,  Iran,  Mexiquo,  jpnys-Bas, 
Nouvelle-Zelande,  Panama,  Paraguay  et  Perou. 

Los  delegues  absents  etalent  oeux  Ac  l!Equatour,  d'Hfeiti 
ot  de  I1  Arable  Seoudito. 

Le  texte  original  ^e  la  Section  0,  du  Chnpltre  VI  sur  le 
vote  fut  adopte  sans  notification  eb  doneuro  oomne  suit: 

Section  0.  Vote 

1.  Chaque  nonbre  ^u  Conseil  do  Socurito  devrait 
evoir  uno  voix. 

2.  Les  decisions  ^du  Consell  de  Socurite  sur  les 
questions  de  procedure  dcvralent  fitrc  r>rises  a 
1^  majorlt3  de  sopt  voix. 

3.  Les  decisions  du  Consoll  de  Socurite  sur  toutes 
les  autrcs  questions  devraient  6tre  prises  a  la 
majorlto  de  sopt  volx/dont  cullos  des  nenbres  per- 
nanents,  sous  cette  reserve  que,  pour  les  decisions 
visees  au  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  A,  et  dans  la 
deuxlbno  phrase  du  paragranlie  l^du  Chapitre  VIII, 
Section  C,  une  partle  K  un  dlfferend  devrait  s'abste- 
nir  de  vnter. 

Le  Conlte  de  Direction  avalt  refere  au  Oonltc^III/1  deux 
questions  importantes.  L!une  d'^lles  f>v8lt^trait  a  la^souijl^- 
eion  de  rannort  par  le  Consell  de  Securite  a  I'AssenblO©  (Jene- 
rale.  Le  8->us-Comite  III/l/C  fut  otnbll  dans  le  but  d'etudier 
cette  question  en  consultation  nvoc  lee  S^us-Conites  competcnts 
du  Conlt6  II/2.  Le  resultnt  de  lour  trpvall  fut  une  nouvelle 
redaction  du  naragrqphe  8,  Section  !J,vChar>ltre  V,  qul  fut 
pdopto  par  le  Conite  II/2  avec  do  legoros  notifications*  Co 
toxte  d^Ja  nodlf^  fut  eoynls  nu  Comito  JII/1  occonpfgno  d'une 
interpretation  dej^  odoptec3  par  le  Conlte  II/2.  A^res  exaraen 
le  Comite  III/l  n^ontr  h  une'najorita  fle  34  v^lx  le  texte  du 
naragrardie  8,  Section  B,  Chapitre  V  et  nussl  I1  Interpretation 
de  ce  nfime  ^aragrn^he  rr^muvl  por  le  Conit6  %!/2  .  Le  texte 
nouveau  r>arngrcmhe  8  pionrouve  nar  le  Conlte  III/l  est  re- 
cl-dessous: 

"8.  II  a^nrirtient  h  l!Assonblee  &onerole  do  reoov^lr 
et  dfexpniner  des  rep^orts  annue^s  et  des  ranports 
s^ociflux  enanant  du  Consell  de  Socurite  j  oes  rapports 
dovront  rondre  comnte  dos^nesur^s  a^optoes  ou  appli- 
quoes  ^ar  lo  Coneoll  de  Securite,  ^our  le  malntlon  de 
la  ^aix  ct  la  seourlt6  Internationales. 
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HI1  arcpartlent  a  ^Assembles  General e  de  recevolr 
et  d1  examiner  les  rrpporte  emanant  dfautree  organls- 
mee  de  I1 Organisation". 

Lf Interpretation  suivnnte  de  ce  paragrnphe  a  etc  ndmise 
par  lo  Oomlte: 

NLe  oaragraplje  8  ne  llmlte  aucunement  ^os  pouvolrs 
de  I'Aseembloe,  tola  qu'lls^sont  oxposes  auxparn- 

grapheg  1  et  6,  et  par  consequent,  lore  quo  lissom- 
lee  G-enerple  examine  les  rapports  du  Consell  de 
Socurlte,  elle  Deut  exercer  les  pouvolrs  de  dls- 
ousslon  et  de  reoommandatlon  enonces  dans  oes  para- 
grfiphes.M 

La  seconde  question  limortnnte  referee  par  le  Coinlte  de 
Direction  au  Oomlte  III/l  ooncerno  I1 election  du  Secretaire 
General.  Le  Comitc  etolt  tout  snocmlcnu'nt  charge  d1  examiner 
les  mots:  "Pnr  un  vote  nffiruntlf  do  Pu^t  menbres11  qul  appn- 
ralssent  nu  r>prngrnphe  4,  Section  B,  Chrnitro  V  des  Proposi- 
tions de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  naragraphe  n-nnrouvo  t>ar  le  Comlte 
II/l,  le  25  nnl  1945. 

Le  Comlte  III/l  nynnt  doja  adonte  le  tcxte  original  de 
la  Section  C^  Chmltre  VI  Acs  Propositions  do  Dunbarton  Oaks, 
tel  qu1!^  ?  cte  complete  b  In  Confcrcmce  do  Crlneo,  11  nra  ^ns 
somblo  necessnlre  rt'p^o-nter  des  Dispositions  s^eclrles  vlsnnt 
a  I1 ^ntorventlon  du  Consoll  de  Securlte  dans  I1 election ^du 
Socretnlre  &oner^»l  qul  dovrnlt  ^roccder  con'fornpnent  a  In  Section 
0,  nour  co  qul  eat  du  rAle  Au  Oonsoll  de  Sccurlt,'. 

Le  fi^^orteur  se  Cermet  d'lncluro  les  documents  sulvants 
avoc  son 


1)  Questlonnnlro  prcsento  ^nr  les  Aelegues  Aes 
Nations  Invltontes  sur  I1 application  nratique 
Aes  paragraphes  2  et  3  do  ia  Section  C. 

2)  Declaration  Aes  Aeleguds  Aes  Notions  Invltan- 
tes  cn^eponso  au  Questionnaire,  et  h  lo  AenanAe 
Au  Deloguu  Ae  1! Australia. 

3)  Le  nenoranAum  nrusento  ^ar  la  Aulc^atJLon  de 
I'Austrnlle  sur  la  Aoclaratlon  Aes  Ac-logues  Aos 
gouvornononta  Invltants* 

Rea^ectuousement . 

Hector  Davl^  Caatro 
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United  Nations  Conference  5ESTR?°?fD/    „          > 

,  •         i   /i  •     -_•  Doo.  1046  (ENG.,  PR.) 

on  International  Organization  111/1/56 

June  17,  1945 


COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

AGENDA  FOR  TWENTY-FIFTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 
June  lS>  1945 ,  10:00  a.m. 

(1)  Statement  of  business  transacted  at  previous  meeting 

(2)  Consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Rapporteur  on 
Section  C,  Chapter  VI ,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

(3)  Other  business 


ORDRE  DO  JOUR  DE  LA  VINGT-CINQUIEME  SEANCE  DU  COMITE  III/l 
18  Jutn  1945.  10  heures 

(1)  Expos6  des  travaux  accomplis  &  la  stance  pr6c6dente 

(2)  Examen  du  Rapport  du  Rapporteur  sur  la  Section  C  du 
Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks. 

(3)  Autres  questions 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

_  •  i     x-fc  •          •  . 

on  Internet  tiona  I  Organization  DOC.  1085  (ENGLISH) 

III/1/60 
June  19, 


COMMISSION   III         Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  TWENTY-FIFTH  MEETING  OF  COMMITTEE  III/l 
Veterans  Building,  Room  303*  June  18,  19^5 >  10; 30  a.m. 

The  meeting  was  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at 
10:30  a.m. 

1 •   Continued  DJ  s cuss ion  of  the  Report  of  the  Rapporteur 
Relating  to  Chapter  VT7  Section  C  (ffD  359) 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  proposed  that  a 
change  in  the  order  of  topics  and  a  reduction  of  certain 
portions  of  the  report  might  be  desirable.   The  Delegate 
of  the  U.S.S.R.j  after  referring  to  decisions  of  the 
Executive  Committee  and  the  Steering  Committee,  expressed 
the  view  that  the  report  should  include  only  (l)  the  text 
of  Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  as  approved,  and  the  votes 
relating  thereto;  (2)  the  Statement  by  the  Delegations 
of  the  Four  Sponsoring  Governments  on  Voting  Procedure  in 
the  Security  Council  (Doc.  852);  and  (3)  the  Questionnaire 
on  Exerglap  of  Veto  in  Sec^irlty  Council  (Doc.  855). 
He  took  objection  to  the  commentary  on  the  Committee's 
proceedings,  which  in  his  view  gave  a  one-sided  picture 
of  the  discussion  and  showed  a  bias  against  the  decision 
adopted  by  the  Committee  in  approving  the  Yalta  voting 
formula.   He  felt  unable  to  approve  the  report  in  its 
present  form. 

The  Rapporteur  stated  that  he  had  introduced  certain 
changes  in  the  report  since  the  last  meeting,  namely: 
(l)  a  subdivision  into  a  greater  number  of  paragraphs, 
as,  for  example,  after  the  word  "pi^poses"  on  the  next 
to  the  last  line  of  page  6;  (2)  the  addition  of  two 
Greek  amendments;  (3;  a  substitute  text  for  the  second 
oen to nee,  paragraph  2,  page  6;  (4)  a* minor  textual  change 
on  page  7;  (5)  tho  addition  of  a  sentence  on  page  8, 
referring  to  the  explanation  given  by  another  member 
of  the  United  Kingdom  Delegation;  and  (6)  a  textual  change 
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on  page  9»  No  objection  was  raised  to  those  modifications. 
In  response  to  a  request  by  the  French  Delegate,  the 
Rapporteur  indicated  that  he  would  also  insert  a  fuller 
explanation  of  the  position  of  Prance  on  the  Yalta  voting 
formula,  as  a  new  sentence  after  the  vords  "Security 
Council  on  page  6,  paragraph  2,  line  23,  if  no  objections 
were  raised  by  the  Committee.  He  agreed  to  insert  the 
Netherlands  amendments  to  Chapter  VIII,  Sections  A  and  B, 
after  a  request  by  the  Delegate  of  the  Netherlands,  who 
maintained  that  the  amendments  were  indirectly  connected 
with  the  voting  procedure  in  the  Security  Council  since 
they  would  require  a  party  to  a  dispute  to  abstain  from 
voting  on  action  taken  under  the  first  two  paragraphs  of 
the  present  Section  B,  Chapter  VIII.  In  conclusion,  the 
Rapporteur  rejected  the  contention  that  the  report  was 
one-sided,  and  indicated  the  manner  in  which  ho  had  attempted 
to  present  all  points  of  view  impartially. 

There  followed  a  brief  discussion  as  to  whether  the 
form  of  the  report  as  a  whole  ahould  be  recast  or  whether 
the  report  should  bo  considered  in  its  present  form  para- 
graph by  paragraph.  There  was  general  agreement  that  the 
Rapporteur  had  been  facod  with  a  difficult  task  in  draft- 
Ing  tho  report.  Tho  Delegate  of  Colombia  expressed  the 
view  that  the  report  represented  an  accurate  and  fair 
statement  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee. 

The  Delegate  of  tho  U.S.S.R.  moved  that  the  report 
bo  changed  in  form  to  include  only  the  toxt  agreed  on, 
and  the  vote  relating  thereto,  tho  Statement  of  the  spon- 
soring governments  and  tho  Questionnaire  submitted  to 
them.  The  motion  was  seconded  by  the  Delegate  of  Czecho- 
slovakia. 

Decision;  T^ho  motion  to  change  the  form 
of  the  report  was  ~5eTeatod  by  *T 
votes  . 


Tho  Committee  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  report 
paragraph  by  paragraph.  It  was  decided  to  omit  tho 
third  paragraph  on  page  1,  beginning  with  the  words  flNo 
substantial  amendment  ,  and  the  word  "other"  in  the  first 
line  of  the  following  paragraph. 

Tho  Delegate  of  Czechoslovakia  observed  that  the 
discussion  on  page  6  might  .give  the  false  impression  of 
an  alignment  of  the  great  powers  on  one  side  of  tho 
debate  and  the  small  powers  on  tho  other;  whereas,  several 
of  the  delegates  of  the  smaller  nations  had  spoken  in 
support  of  tho  principle  of  unanimity.  He,  therefore, 
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suggested  the  addition  of  a  new  sentence  to  be  inserted 
after  the  sentence  proposed  by  the  French  Delegate  (page  6, 
paragraph  2,  line  23)  to  read  as  follows:   'Views  in  sup- 
port of  the  principle  of  unanimity  were  also  advanced  by 
delegates  of  non- sponsor ing  governments." 

The  Delegate  of  Cuba  asked  that  the-  amended  text  of 
the  Cuban  amendment  be  substituted  for  the  text  givon  on 
page  3  of  the  draft  report. 

In  response  to  a  suggestion  of  the  Representative  of 
the  United  Kingdom  that  the  second  paragraph  on  page  6 
be  considered  sentence  by  sentence  to  facilitate  discussion, 
the  Delegate  of  India  observed  that  the  Committee  should 
confine  itself  to  proposing  additions  or  changes  that 
would  correct  any  errors  of  fact  in  reporting,  leaving  the 
language  to  be  drafted  by  the  Rapporteur.  The  Representa- 
tive of  the  United  Kingdom  indicated  his  agreement  with 
this  method  of  procedure. 

The  Delegate  of  China  felt  that  the  phrase  "fought 
vigorously"  (pago  6,  paragraph  2,  line  20)  was  not  quite 
accurate,  when  appliod  to  China.   He  pointed  out  that  a 
subsequent  clause  (p^ge  7*  lino  7  from  the  bottom)  refer- 
ring to  the  acceptance  of  the  Yalta  formula  "later"  by 
the  governments  other  than  those  represented  at  the  Crimea 
Conference  was  a  more  accurate  statement  of  China's  posi- 
tion. Accordingly,  he  reserved  the  right  to  ask  that  the 
sentence  qn  pago  6  be  changed. 

The  Delegate  of  the  l»iiitod  Kingdom  questioned  vhotaer 
the  description  of  the  Yalta  formula  (page  6,  paragraph  2, 
third  sentence)  did  not  convey  a  false  impression  because 
it  made  no  mention  of  the  provision  that  parties  to  a 
dispute  should  abstain  from  voting.  He  felt,  moreover, 
that  the  report  should  point  out  that  there  was  little 
discussion  of  this  provision  by  the  Committee  since  it 
was  generally  accepted  by  the  delegates . 

The  Rapporteur  explained  that  in  the  second  paragraph 
on  page  6  he  had  attempted  to  deal  solely  with  the  question 
of  the  "veto"  powor  and  that  he  had  undertaken  later  in 
the  report  to  give  a  full  explanation  of  the  problem  of 
abstention  from  voting  by  a  party  to  a  dispute.  He  folt 
that  to  mention  this  matter  on  page  6  might  give  the  Im- 
pression that  a  doclsion  could  be  taken  by  a  favorable 
vote  of  four  permanent  members  and  three  non-permanent 
mombors.  Since  the  effect  of  abstention  was  a  matter 
which  had  not  been  adequately  clarified  in  the  discussions 
of  the  Committee,  he  felt  it  preferable  to  omit  mention  of 
the  provision  in  this  context. 
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The  Representative  of  the  United  Kingdom  felt  that 
thoro  was  no  doubt  among  any  of  ths  members  of  the  Co/n- 
mltteo  that  a  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain  from 
voting. 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  was  not  able  to 
approve  fully  the  paragraph  under  discuss j on.  He  agreed 
with  the  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  that  the  exception 
provided  In  Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  paragraph  3*  should  bo 
mentioned  at  this  point  In  the  report.  He  felt  that  tbe 
conclusion  drawn  in  the  fourth  sentence  (page  6,  paragraph 
2)  was  misleading,  since  the  exception  that  a  permanent 
member  party  to  a  dispute  could  not  vote  was  not  mentioned 
until  later  in  the  report.  Consequently,  he  suggested  a 
deletion  of  the  sentence,  beginning  with  the  phrase  "As  a 
consequence",  and  the  clause  in  the  next  sentence  reading 
"which  enables  him  to  block  any  substantial  decision  of 
the  Council". 

The  Delegate  of  India  observed  that  the  problem  was 
not  that  a  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain  from  voting, 
but  what  the  effect  of  that  abstention  would  be.  In  the 
discussions  of  the  Committee  on  voting  procedure  a  majority 
of  the  delegates  had  felt  that,  as  stated  by  the  Rapporteur 
(page  6,  paragraph  2,  sentence  4),  the  unfavorable  vote  of 
a  single  permanent  member  would  make  it  impossible  for  the 
Security  Council  to  adopt  any  decisions  of  importance. 
Later  in  the  debate,  however,  the  Delegate  of  the  United 
States  had  given  an  interpretation  to  the  effect  that  the 
abstention  of  a  party  to  the  dispute  could  not  block 
action  by  the  Security  Council.  The  Rapporteur  had  con- 
cluded his  discussion  on  this  point  with  the  hope  that  this 
was  the  correct  interpretation  of  the  effect  of  the 
abstention  of  a  permanent  member  party  to  a  dispute. 

The  Rapporteur  agreed  that  there  had  not  been  any 
doubt  that  a  party  to  a  dispute  would  abstain  from  voting. 
However,  the  question  had  repeatedly  been  put  to  the  spon- 
soring governments  as  to  the  effect  of  on  abstention;  a 
reply  had  been  received  only  from  tho  Delegate  of  the 
United  States.  He  suggested  that  the  objections  of 
certain  delegates  might  bo  met  if  the  word  "will"  (page  6, 
paragraph  2,  line  9)  verb  changed  to  "might",  the  words 

any  decisions"  were  changed  to  "decisions"  (line  10),  the 
word  "might"  were  Inserted  after  "which"  (line  12),  and 
the  word  "any"  (line  13)  were  changed  to  a".  The  Delegate 
of  the  United  Kingdom  did  not  feol  that  these  changes  would 
meet  his  point. 

The  Delegato  of  Colombia  considered  that  it  might  be 
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advisable  to  make  bfrief  reference  to  the  exception  contained 
in  Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  paragraph  3*  by  adding  the 
following  clause  at  the  end  of  the  third  sentence  of  para- 
graph 2,  page  6:   "excepting  on  matters  of  procedure  and 
on  the  cases  contemplated  Jn  paragraph  3>  Section  C,  in 
connection  with  Chapter  VIII,  Sections  A  and  C.ff  He  also 
proposed  deletion  of  the  following  sentence  beginning 
'As  a  consequence" • 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  felt  that  this 
proposal  might  be  acceptable  but  ho  wished  to  examine  it 
more  closoly.  The  Rapporteur  accepted  the  proposed  text 
unreservedly  because  it  would  clearly  imply  that  the 
abstention  of  a  party  to  a  dispute  could  not  block  action 
by  the  Security  Council.  However,  ho  opposed  the  deletion 
of  the  following  sentence  because  It  would  leave  the  next 
sentence  thereafter  meaningless. 

The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  reserved  his  posi- 
tion on  the  first  part  of  paragraph  2,  page  6. 

The  Dolegate  of  the  United  Kingdom  made  a  similar 
reservation.  He  observed  that  there  could  be  no  doubt 
whatsoever  that  not  only  the  delegates  of  the  sponsoring 
governments  but  also  the  other  members  of  the  Committee 
understood  that  no  permanent  member  party  to  a  dispute 
couDd  block  decisions  of  the  Security  Council.  This 
interpretation  was  clear  and  admitted  by  all. 

The  first  part  of  the  paragraph  as  amendud  in  the 
course  of  the  discussions  reads  as  follows: 

"Many  Important  questions  wore  involved  in 
the  discussion  of  Section  C  and  of  the  amend- 
ments which  have  been  listed.   In  this  report 


the  application  of  tne  different  provisions  Con- 
tained in  paragraph  3.  The  central  point  for 
those  doTiberatlona  seems  to  have  boon  the 
quolTfled  majority  of  seven  -members  ~wE.tch  is 
required  for  decisions  of  the  Security  Council 
on  matters  that  aro~not  of  procedure.  This 
majority  must  Include,  in  accordance  with  para- 
graph 3  of  Section  C,  the  concurring  votes  of 
the  five  permanent  members,  excepting  on  matters 
of  procedure  and  on  the  caaos  contemplated  in 
paragraph  3,  SoctTon  C,  in  connection  with  5Eap- 
T7  Sections  A  and*"!?*  As  a  consequence, 
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the  unfavorable  vote  of  a  single  permanent  member 
might  make  It  impossible  for  the  Security  Council 
to  ecfopt  decisions  of  importance,  upon  which  the 
peace  of  the  vorld  may  rest.  This  power  vested 
in  every  permanent  member  of  the  Security  Council 
which  might  enable  him  to  block  a  substantial 
decision  of  "Ehe  Council,  has  been  known  in  our 
discussions  as  the  'veto  power1  of  the  permanent 
members.  The  Honorable  Representatives  of  the 
four  sponsoring  governments,  namely  the  United 
States  of  America,  the  United  Kingdom  of  Groat 
Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  the  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics  and  China,  fought  vigorously 
to  defend  the  veto  power  of  the  permanent  members, 
ao  they  regard  a  complete  unanimity  of  such 
permanent  members  as  absolutely  essential  to  the 
effective  functioning  oi*  the  Security  Council. 
Franco,  which  will  become  a  permanent  member  of 
the  Council,  has  indicated  in  the  memorandum 
which  accompanied  the  French  amendments,  that 
in  the"  course  of  a  period  of  t lino  which  will 
follow  the  war,  the  maintenance  of  peace  will 
depend  above  all  ijpon  the  agreement  of  the 
ryreat  powers  and  that  Franco  will  refrain  from 
£rop03^j.nE  ^n^thin^  that  niay  eventually  jeopard- 
lA2  such  an  accord*  As  .a  consequence,  in  the 
.course  of  debate,  the  French  Delegation  adheres 
.to  thu  text  of  "ralta.  "Ificws'  in  support  of 
unanimity  wore  oTso  aiivancod  by  several  dele- 
nates  of  non- spans or ing  governments. " 

Decision:  The  Coamittoe  approved 
paragraph  2 ,  pago  b,  as  omendod,  by 
ib  favorabTo  ana  8  negative  votes. 

The  mooting  was  adjourned  at  1:00  p.m. 


5072  -6- 


636 

The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  Doo<  noes  (FRENCH} 

III/1/60 
June  19,  1945 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Comite  1     Organisation  et  Procedure 


COMPTE-RENDU  RESUME  DE  LA  VINgT-CINQlJIEME  SEANCE  £U  COMITE  III/l 
Jeterane  Building.  Salle  303.  1§  18  Juin  1945.  fe  10h,30 
Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a  lOh.30, 

1.  Suite  de  la  discussion  du  Rapport  djj  Rapporteur  sur  lg 
Ohapitr?  VT.  Section  0  Tfa)  559) 

Le  delegue  du  Royaume-Uni  remarque  qu'il  serait  opportun 
de  changer  I'ordre  de  la  discussion  et  d'abreger  certaines 
parties  du  rapport.  Le  delegue  de  l^U.R.S.S.,  apres  avoir 
mentionn^  les  decisions  du  Comite  Exeoutif  et  du  Conit6  de 
Direction,  estime  que  seule  devraient  etre  inclus  dans  le 
rapport  (1)  le  texte  du  Chapitre  VI,  Section  C,  tel  qu'il 
a  6t£  approuve,  ainei  gue  les  votes  pris  sur  ce  texte;  (2) 
la  Declaration  dee  Delegations  dee  Quatres  Oouvernements 
invitants  sur  la  Procedure  de  Vote  au  Conseil  de  Securite 
(Doc.  852);  et  (3)  la  liste  des  questions  sur  1'exercice  du 
droit  de  veto  au  Conseil  de  Seourite.  (Doc.  855).  II  ob^Jecte 
aux  commentaires  sur  les  deliberations  du  Comite,  qui,  a  son 
avis,  prfisentent  la  discussion  avec  partialit6  et  denotent 
un  parti-nris  oontre  les  decisions  adoptees  par  le  Comite 
lors  de  son  approbation  de  la  formule  de  vote  de  Yalta.  II 
eetJme  qu'il  lui  est  impossible  d1 accepter  le  rapport  soue  sa 
forme  aotuelle. 

Le  Rapporteur  declare  qu'il  a  introdult  depuis  la^ 
dernibre  stance  certains  changements  dans  le  rapport,  a 
savoir:  (1)  la  subdivision  du  rapport  en  un  plus  grand  nombre 
de  paragraphee,  comme  par  exemple  apres  le  mot  "buts",  page  7, 
cinquieme  ligne  a  partir  du  bas  de  la  page:  (2)  lf addition 
de  deux  amendements  greos;  (3)  un  nouveau  texte  pour  la 
aeconde  phrase,  paragraphe  2,  page  7:  (4)  une  legere  modi- 
fication de  texte  k  la  page  8;  (5)  I1 addition  d'une  phrase  a 
la  page  9  se  rapportant  h  I1 explication  donnee  par  un  autre 
membre  de  la  Belegatlon  du  Royaume-Uni;  et  (6)  une  modifica- 
tion de  texte  k  la  page  10.  Ces  nodiflcations  ne  soulevent 
aucune  objection.  En  r6ponse  a  la  demande  du  a^l^gue  fran9?tiBl 
le  Rapporteur  indique  qu!une  explication  plus  complete  de  la 
position  de  la  Prance  a  I'egard  de  la  formule.de  vote  de  Yalta 
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serait  indue,  sous  la  forme  dfune  nouvelle  phrase,  apres  lee 
mots  "Conseil  de  Securlte"  k  la  page  7,  ligne  23,  si  le  Comite 
ne  soulevait  pas  d1 objections.  Sur  la  demande  du  delegue  des 
Fays-Bae,  le  Rapporteur  accet)te  d'lnserer  les  amendements  des 
Pays-Bas  au  Chapltre  VIII,  Sections  A  et  B*  Ce  delegue  soutient 
oue  ces  amendempnts  ont^un  rapport  indirect  avec  la  procedure 
de  vote  au  Conseil  de  Securite  puisqu'ils  exigent  qu'une  partle 
a  un  differend  s'abstienne  de  voter  sur  une  decision  prise 
aux  termes  des  deux  premiers  paragrarhes  de  la  presente 
Section  B,  Chapitre  VIII.  Pour  terminer,  le  Rapporteur  nie 
la  par oiallte 'du  rapport  et  montre  a  quel  point"  il  a^essaye 
de  presenter  tous  les  points  de  vue  avec  impartial! te. 

Une  breve  discussion^ s1 ensuit  pour  savoir  si  tout^le 
rapport  doit  etre  redigy  a  nouvenu  ou  s'il  sera  examine 
sous  sa  forme  actuelle,  pai agraphe  par  paragraphe.  Tout  le 
monde  est  d;  accord  saj?  ie-a  uli'fi  cultes  auxquelles  le  Rapporteur 
a  du  faire  face  dans  la  redaction  de  sen  rapport.  Le  Ccelegue 
de  la  Colombia  exprime  1! opinion  que  le  rapport  represente 
bien  un  expose  exact  et  Juste  des~debats  du  Comite. 

Le^ delegue  de  I'U.R.S^S,  propose  de  modifier  le  rapport 
de  maniere  a  ce  qu!ll  ne  renferme  que  le  texbe  adopt^  et  le 
vote  Dris  sur  ce  texte,  la  Declaration ^des  Gouvernements 
invltants  et  la  liste  des  questions  ^pi'esentess^k  ces  derniers* 
Cette  motion  est  appuyee  par  le  delegue  de  Tchecoslovaquie. 

Decision  :  La  motion  de  modifier  jLa  disposition 
est  repoussTe  par  14  voix  centre  4. 

Le  Comite  passe  ensuite  a  l^examen  du  rapport,  para- 
graphe  par  paragraphe.  On  decide  dT6mettre  le  sixieme 
paragraphe  de  "Ja  page  1,  commen9ant  par  les  mots  MAucun 
amendement  Important ,n  et  le  mot  "autres"  de  la  premiere 
llgne  du  paragraphe  suivant. 

Le  delegue  de  la  Tchecoslovaquie  observe  que  la  dis- 
cussion de  la  page  7  pourrait  donner  I1 impression  fausse  de 
I1 opposition  dfun  Dloc  des  grandes  puiseances  a  celui  des 
nations  plus  petites;  au  contraire,  plusieurs  des  del^gues 
des  nations  plus  petites  ont  appuye  le  principe  de  I'unanimite. 
II  sug^re  done,  I1  Insertion  dfune  nouvelle  phrase  apres  celle 
progosee  par  le  delegue  de  la  France  (page  7,  ligne  23)  ref»:. 
digee  oomme  suit:  ^Pluflleurs  delegues  de  Gouvernements  non- 
Invitants  ont  egalement  avance  des  opinions  en  faveur  du 
principe  de  I'Unanimite. n 

Le  delegue  du  Cuba  demande  que  le  texte  amende  de 
I1 amendement  cubaln  soit  substitue  au  texte  donne  a  la  page 
3  du  pro Jet  de  rapport. 
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En  r^ponse  a  la  proposition  du  representant  du  Royaume^ 
Uni  d1  examiner  le  paragraphe  de  la  page  7  phrase  par  phrase 
pour  en  faolllter  la  discussion,  le  dellgu^  de  1'Inde  re~r.rque 
que  le  Comite  doit  e'en  tenir  a  proposer  les  additions  ou 
modifications  qui  oorrlgeront  dee  erreurs  de  fait,  lalseant 
le  soin  de  la  redaction  au  Rapporteur.  Le  Rer^sentant  du 
Royaume  Uni  est  d1 accord  pour  eulvre  oette  methode  de  travail. 

Le  delegue  de  la  Chine  estlme  quela  .phrase  "ont  vigour 
reusement  defendu"  (page  7,  ligne  20)  n'est  pas  tout  a  fait 
exacte  lorsqu'll  s'aglt  de  la  Chine.  II  remarque  qu'une 
clause  ulterleure  (page  8,  ligne  2,  a  partlr  du  bas  de  la 
page)  Indiquarit  I1 acceptation  "plus  tard"  de  la  formule  de 
Yalta  t>ar  JPS  gouvernements  autres  que  ceux  representes  a  la 
Conference  de  Crimee,  serait  plus  exacte  lorsqufil  s'agit  de 
la  Chine.  II  se  reserve  done  le  drolt  de  demander  la  Codi- 
fication de  cette  phrase  It  la  page  7. 

Le  delegue  du  Royaume-Utfl  denande  si  la  description  de  la 
formule  de  Yalta  (page  7,  trolslene  phrase)  ne  donne  pas  lieu 
a  une  Interpretation  fausse  du  fait  qu'elie  ne  mentlonne  pas 
la  disposition  d'apres  laquelle  les  parties  a  un  dlfferend 
dfclvent  s'abstenlr'  de  voter.  II  estine,  de  plus,  que  le 
rapport  devralt  indlquer  que  cette  disposition  a  et entree 
peu  disout4e  par  le  Comlte,  les  delegues  1'ayant  generalement 
adoptee. 

Le  Rapporteur  expllque  qu!au  premier  paragraphe  de  la 
page  7  11  essaie  de  trnlter  uniqueinent  de  la  question  du 
droit  de  "veto11  et  que  plus  loin  dans  le  rapport  11  donne  une 
explication  complete  du  probleme  de  I1 abstention  de  vote  d'une 
partle  du  dlfferend.  II  estlme  quo  la  mention  de  oette  question 
a  la  page  6  donnerait  I1 impression  qu'une  decision  pourrait 
etre  prise  par  un  vote  favorable  de  quatre  membres  permanents 
et  trois  membres  non-permanent s.  Etant  donne  que  le  resultat 
des  abstentions  est  une  question  qui  n*a  pas  ete  suffisamment 
eclaircie  au  cours  des  discussions  du  Comite,  11  serait  pre- 
f Arable  d'omettre  de  mentlonner  cette  disposition  dans  le 
context e. 

Le  representant  du  Royaume-Uni  estlme  qu!aucun  des 
menODres  du  Conlt6  ne  doute  qu'une  parti e  h  un  dlfferend  dolve 
s'abstenir  de  voter. 

Le  delegue  des  Etats-Unls  ne  peut  se  rallier  entlerement 
au  paragraphe  en  question.  II  oonvient  avec  le  ?del£gue  du 
Royaume-Unl  que  lf exception  nrevue  au  Chapltre  VI,  Section 
C,  paragraphs  3,  dolt  etre  mentlonn^e  a  oe% passage  du  rapport. 
La  conclusion  faisant  lrobjet  de  la  qua tri erne  phrase  (page  7) 
est  fausse,  oar  1! exception  suivaht  laquelle  un  membre  perma- 
nent partle  a  un  differend  ne  peut  pas  voter  ne  figure  que 
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plus  loin  dans  le  rapport.  II  propose  done  d'omettre  la 

phrase  oommencant  les  mots  "Par  consequent11  et  It.   clause 
de  la  phrase  sulvante:  riet  qul  lul  permet  de  mettre  obstacle  a 
toute  decision  importante  du  Conseil11. 

Le  delegue  de  1'Inde  fait  obeerver%que  le  probleme  nfest 
pas  I1 abstention  de  voter  d'une  partie  a  un  differend,  mals 
plutot  le  resultat  de  cette  abstention.  Au  cours  de  la  dis- 
cussion du  Comite  relatlvement  a  la  procedure  de  vote,  la 
majoritl  dee  deleguls  ont  estime,  comrne  I1 a  declare  le 
Rapporteur  (page  7,  phrase  4)  que  le  vote  contraire  drun  seul 
membre  permanent  empecheralt  le  Conseil  de  Securitl  de  prendre 

idant  au  cours  dee 
Et;8tB-Unl8  a  ex- 
Tend  ne  pourraitj 
paralyser  I1 action  du  Conseil  de  Securlte.  Le  Rapporteur  a 
termine  sa  discussion  de  ce  point  en  exprlmant  1'espoir  que 
telle  etalt  I1 interpretation  correcte  du  resultat  de  l$ab- 
stention  djun  membre  permanent  partie  a  un  differend. 

Le  Rapporteur  ponvient  qu'il  n'exlste  aucun  doute  sur  le 
fait  qu'une  partie  a  un  differend  s'abstlendra  de  voter.  La 
question  a  cependant  6te  pos6e  a  plusieurs  repripes  aux  gou- 
vernements  invitants;  seul  le  delegue  des  Etats-Unis  a  donne 
use  reponse.  II  estime  que  les  objections  de  certains  delegues 
disparaitraient  si  lfon  remplaoalt  le  mot  ncreeran  (page  7, 
ligne  9) «par  "pourralt  creer",  les  mots  nune  decision"  Tligne 
10;  par  des  decisions11,  le  mot  "laquelle"  (meme  ligne)  par 
"lesquellee11 ,  le  motnpe.rmetw  (ligneTlg)  par  "permettralt" , 
et  le  mot  n toute n  (ligne  13)  par  nune".  Le  delegue  du 
Royaume-Uni  n1 estime  Das  que  ces  modifications  puissent 
repondre  a  see  objections. 

Le  delegue  de  la  Colomble  estime  qu'il  eerait  peut-etre 
utile  de  meritionner  bribvernent  I1  exception  contenue  au 
Chapltre  VI,  Section  C,  paragraphe  3,  en  ajoutant  la  clause 
suivante  a  la  fin  de  la  trolsieme  phrase ^de  la  page  7:  "sauf 
en  ce  qul  concerns  des  questions  de  procedure  et  les  cas 
prevus  au  paragraphe  3,  Section  C,  ee  rnpr>ortant  au  Chapitre 
VIII,  Section  A  et  Q.*  II  propose  egalement  la  suppression 
de  la  phrase  sulvante,  qui  commence  par  "Par  consequent?* 

Le  delegue  du  Royaume-Uni  declare  que  cette  proposition 
pourralt  etre  acceptable1;  mals  11  desire  Vetudler  plus  at- 
tentlvement.  Le  Rapporteur  accepte  sans  reserve  le  texte 
propose  qui  implique  clalrement  que  I1 abstention  d'une  r>artie 
a  un  differend  ne  r>eut  paralyeerslfactlon  du  Conseil  de 
SecuritS;  toutefolSjll  s1 oppose  a  oe  que  la  phrase  suivante 
solt  supprimee  ce  qul  enifeveralt  toute  slgnlficatton  a  celle 
qul  la  suit. 

Le  delegue  des  Etats-Unle  reserve  sa  decision  sur  le 
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texte  du  debut  de  la  page  7. 

Le  d^legue  du  Royaume-Unl  fait  reserve  du  meme  genre. 
II  fait  remarquer  qu'il  n'exlste  auoun  doute  que  non  seulement 
lee  delegues  des  gouvernements  invltants.  male  aussl  lee 
autres  membres  du  C  omit  6,  oomprennent  qu'aucun  membre  perma- 
nent partle  a  un  diff6rend  ne  peut  znettre  obstacle  aux 
decisions  du  Consell  de  S6curit£«  Cette  Interpretation  eet 
claire  et  acoeptee  par  tous. 

Le  texte  du  debut  de  la  page  7,  ftel  qu'll  a  et£  amende 
au  cours  de  la  discussion!  est  le  euivant: 


"Plusleurs  <4Vtestlons  Importantes  ont 
au  eujet  de  la  question  C  At  des  amende  men  te  enumeres. 
Dans  ce  rapport,  Je  me  suis  employe  a  euivre  d'aussi 
pres  que  possible  le  developpement  graduel  des  de- 
liberation's du  CbmitS  III/l,  "partlcullerement  en  oe 
qui  oonoerne  I1  application  d,es  dlverses  dispositions 
oonteriues  ~au  paragraph©  3^  Le  point  capital  de  ces 
delibsrations  semble  avoir  ite  le  probleme  de  la 
majprite~qualiflee  dfe  sept  membres  requise  pour  les 
decis"lons  du  Congjpil  de  SecuriteHBur  des"  questions 
autres  "que  oel.les  de  proc.edure^  Cette  majorlte  dolt 
comprendre,  conformiinient  aux^termes  du  paragraphs  3  de 
la  flection  C,  le  vote  des  cinq  membres  permanents,  sauf 
en  ce  qui  conoerne  dee  questions  de  procedure  et  les 
cas  prevus  au  paragrarhe  3,  Section  C,  se  rapportant 
au  Ohapitrenrill  .  Sections  A  e,t  C.  Par  consequent,  le 
vote  contralre  d'un  seul  dee"  membres  permanents  pour- 
rait  oreer  pour  le  Coneell  de  S£curit£  I1  impossibility 
d1  adopter  des  decisions  d1  importance  sur  leeauelles 
peut  reposer  la  paix  du  monde,  Ce  pouvolr  dont  Jouit 
tout  membre  permanent  du  Consell  de  S^curlte,  et  qui 
lul  joermettralt  de  mettre  obstacle  k  une  decision  1m- 
portante*3u  Conseil  est  oonnu^au  oours"cle  nos  dis- 
cussions, sous  le  nom^de  'drolt  de  veto1  des  membres 
permanents.  Les  repree^ntants  des  quatre  puissances 
Invitantes,  a  savoir  les  Etats-Unls  d'Amerique,  le 
Royaume-Unl  de  Grande-Bretagne  et  d'Irlande  du  Nord, 
I1  Union  des  Republlques  Sovletiques  Socialistes  et  la 
Chine,  ont  vlgoureusement  d^fendu  le  droit  de  veto 
de  oes^embres,  du  fait  qu'lls  oonslderent  leur  un- 
animite  complete  comme  6tant  absolument  essentielle 
au  fonctionnement  efflcaoe  du  Conseil  de  Securlte. 
La  France,  qui  deviendra  aussl  un  membre  permanent 
du  ffohsetl,  avalt  "indique  ,  dans  son  nembrah3um"~quV 
alt  les  amendeme  " 


aocompeigpalt  les  amendements  franjlals,,  "qu^au  cqurs. 
4?  fe  PBTiode  qui  satYCSlt  "i&  guerre",  le  maintlen  de 
^  P^L?  dep'endrait  surtput  de  V  accord  dee  grandes 

et  quTjlljB  sjf  garjdgjial  t  de  ne  rlen  j^rofioser 
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qul  pulsoe;  IP '050  loheant,.  conprpnnttre  un^tel  ncqord, 
?£  oongeouenoe,  au^  oours_dejL  debat s .  la  t)|lgg;atlon 
frranlgjilse  srest  rallilT  au  texte  do"  Yalta.     I 


^  es  avis 

en  faveur  de  lTunanlmlte  ont  egalement  ete  avanoes  par 
prueTeure  Jelegu^s"de  gouvernements  non-Thvftants. 

Decision;  Le  Oomlte  apgrouve  t>ar  16  volx  oontre 
3  le  texte"^je  la  page  7a  soue  sa  forme  amendeeT 

La  stance  est  levee  a  13  h. 
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SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  TWENTY-SIXTH  MEETING  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l  * 
Veterans  Building,  Room  213*  June  16,  19^5*  5:25  J>.nu 

The  Chairman  opened  the  meeting  at  5:25  p.m. 

1  .   Continued  Discussion  of  Rapporteur  !  s  Report  on  Chapter 
71  9  Section  C        " 


The  Delegate  of  France  felt  that  there  vas  a  certain  lack 
of  balance  In  the  report,  because  the  position  of  the  large 
powers  vas  not  brought  out  as  clearly  as  that  of  the  small  pow- 
ers. If  the  Committee  continued  to  examine  the  report  para- 
graph by  paragraph  at  the  rate  of  progress  made  up  to  the 
present,  It  would  take  a  very  long  tlmo  to  complete  the  dis- 
cussion. He,  therefore,  proposed  that  a  small  subcommittee 
made  up  of  large  and  small  powers  should  be  appointed  to  work 
with  the  Rapporteur  and  thus  facilitate  and  hasten  the  diffi- 
cult task  of  drafting  a  text  that  would  win  the  approval  of 
the  whole  Committee. 

The  Delegates  of  the  United  States,  Czechoslovakia,  the 
United  Kingdom,  China,  Yugoslavia,  and  the  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics  spoke  In  support  of  this  proposal*  All 
felt  that  the  appointment  of  a  subcommittee  would  save  time. 
It  was  pointed  out  that,  If,  by  this  method,  unanimous  or 
nearly  unanimous  approval  of  the  report  could  be  obtained  In 
the  Committee,  there  would  be  less  likelihood  of  a  long  discus- 
sion In  the  Commission  meeting.  Such  a  discussion  would  be 
unfortunate  because  It  would  give  the  public  an  Impression  of  a 
divided  Committee.  Also,  tho  report  was  no  less  Important  than 
any  other  document  of  the  Committee  and  should  be  studied  with 
very  great  care  In  order  to  make  sure  that  the  many  different 
points  of  view  expressed  In  the  debate  were  properly  presented  • 

The  Delegates  of  Australia  and  Belgium  did  not  agree  that 
the  appointment  of  a  subcommittee  would  save  time.  It  was  pointed 
out  that  this  was  a  very  late  stage  at  which  to  resort  to  this 
method  and  that  several  days  of  reference  back  and  forth  between 
the  Committee  and  the  subcommittee  might  ensue*  The  Belgium  Del- 
egate thought  that  the  subcommittee  could  not  work  quickly  unless 
the  principles  to  be  summarised  had  been  accepted  by  all.  In 
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thia  case  there  seemed  to  be  disagreement  upon  what  should  be 
put  Into  the  report ,  He  asked  If  It  would  not  be  better  to 
have  the  delegations  of  the  five  powers  set  forth  their  view 
clearly,  and  he  was  confident  that  the  Rapporteur  would  be 
glad  to  Include  their  statement  In  his  report. 

The  Delegate  of  Venezuela  declared  that  he  wanted  account 
taken  In  the  report,  so  far  as  possible,  of  the  position  of 
certain  delegations  that  had  voted  In  favor  of  the  Yalta  formula 
or  had  abstained  from  voting*  Without  being  a  partisan  of  the 
veto  as  such,  they  had  been  Impressed  by  the  argument  that  the 
rule  of  unanimity  was  an  Important  element  In  assuring  unity 
among  the  great  powers.  Moreover,  some  delegations  had  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  voting  procedure  would  be  modified  in  the  future 
by  means  of  amendments  to  the  Charter,  and  that  until  then  the 
permanent  members  of  the  Council  would  not  use  it  in  an  obstruc- 
tive way. 

The  Delegate,  of  Colombia,  emphasizing  that  the  report  should 
be  written  by  the  Rapporteur  and  not  by  a  committee,  agreed  with 
those  who  thought  that  time  would  be  lost  by  appointing  a  subcom- 
mittee to  help  redraft  the  report.  He  suggested  that  the  Rap- 
porteur should  attempt  to  shorten  and  to  change  somewhat  the 
structure  of  his  report.  He  felt  sure  that  the  Rapporteur,  tak- 
ing account  of  the  views  already  expressed  in  the  Committee, 
could  thus  make  an  acceptable  final  draft. 

The  Delegate  of  Peru  agreed  with  these  views.  He  thought 
that  Instead  of  appointing  a  subcommittee  of  eleven  or  more,  It 
would  be  better  to  let  the  Rapporteur  consult  with  the  Delegates 
of  the  United  States  and  Australia  in  shortening  and  improving 
the  form  of  his  report. 

The  Rapporteur  emphasized  the  difficulty  of  making  a  report 
which  would  satisfy  everybody  and  asked  that  suggestions  for 
improvement  be  made  in  precise  form.  He  pointed  out  that  he  had 
already  made  some  ten  substantial  changes  as  a  result  of  expli- 
cit suggestions.  The  latest  one  led  him  to  suggest  the  follow- 
ing insertion  on  page  9*  paragraph  2,  line  1 ,  after  "veto  power1  : 
+ 

11  Some  of  the  Honorable  Delegates  have  referred 
to  the  question  concerning  the  revision  of  the  Charter 
by  another  conference  of  the  United  Nations,  a  matter 
which  was  still  under  (Jiscussion  In  another  technical 
committee.  They  have  expressed  the  hope  that  such  a 
revision  of  the  Charter  would  not  be  subject  to  the  veto 
of  the  great  powers,  and  they  have  stated  further  that 
the  whole  question  of  the  formula  of  voting,  as  embodied 
in  Section  C  of  Chapter  VI,  would  be  greatly  facilitated 
if  all  nations  represented  at  the  present  Conference  knew 
that,  .although  present  conditions  might  require  the 
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approval  of  Section  C  In  Its  present  text,  e>  revision 
of  the  Charter  would  be  made  by  a  conference  of  the 
United  Nations  at  a  time  when  the  conditions  of  the 
world  would  be  greatly  improved." 

The  Rapporteur  suggested  that  the  Secretariat  prepare  a 
revised  text  of  the  report  to  be  used  as  a  basis  for  working 
out  a  new  draft.  He  preferred  not  to  sit  as  Rapporteur  on  a 
subcommittee  because,  if  one  were  Appointed,  he  would  like  to 
sit  as  a  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  in  order  to  give  his  views 
upon  the  report  without  any  previous  commitments. 

The  Chairman  summarized  the  debate  as  follows:  France, 
supported  by  several  delegates,  had  proposed  that  a  small  sub- 
committee be  appointed  to  advise  and  assist  the  Rapporteur  in 
redrafting  the  report;  the  report  would  nevertheless  be  drawn 
up  by  the  Rapporteur  who  would  not  be  a  member  of  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

Decision:   It^ was  agreed  by  a  vote  ££  24 
to  9,  that  a  small  suE^imait Fee  be  appointed 
^  advise  find  as'sTs^the  Rapporteur  in  revfs*- 
Ing  his  report. 

The  Chairman  appointed  Prance,  the  United  States,  the 
Soviet  Union,  Australia,  Colombia,  Czechoslovakia,  and  Venezuela 
to  the  subcommittee  to  be  known  as  Subcommittee  III/l/D.  It  was 
agreed  that  the  subcommittee  should  meet  at  9  a.m.  on  the  follow- 
ing day  in  order  to  prepare  a  report,  if  possible,  for  a  meeting 
of  Committee  III/l  at  4  p.m. 

The  Rapporteur  declared  that  as  a  Delegate  of  El  Salvador 
he  reserved  his  right  after  the  subcommittee  had  presented  its 
report,  to  state  whether  or  not  he  agreed  with  any  particular 
part  of  it.  With  that  clearly  under stood  he  would  be  happy  to 
work  with  the  subcommittee. 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:30  p.m. 
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COMPTS-RENDU  RESUME  J>E  M  VINgT-SIXIEME  S^ANO*:  DU  COMITS  III/l  •> 

Veterans  Building.  Salle  213  P  18  Juin  1946  a  17h.25 
Le  President  ouvre  la  seance  a  17H.25. 

1  .  Suite  de  1'exainen  du  rapport  du  Rapporteur  sur  le  Chapitre 
VIP  Section  C  WD  559). 


Le  Delegue  de  la  France  estime  aue  le  rapport  manoue  d'un 
certain  equilibre,  oaroe  qu'il  ne  sfexprime  pas  ausel  claire- 
ment  sur  la  position  dee  gran  ties  puissances  que  sur  celles  des 
petits  pays.  Si  le  Conite  continue  a  examine^  le  rappprt 
paragraphe  par  paragrar>he,  a  la  Vitesse  aflootee  Jusqu'a  present, 
11  faudra  beaucoup  de  temps  oour  terminer  I'exeunei).  C^s^ 
pour^uoi  il  propose  de  former  un  petit  Sous-Comite  compose  de 
renreeentante  des  grandes  puissances  et  des  petite  pays^pour 
assister  le  Rapporteur  et  faciliter  et^hater  ainsi  la  tache 
diffi9ile  de  rediger  un  texte  pouvant  etre  adopte  par  tout  le 
Comite. 

Les  Delegues  des  Etat°-Unis,  de  la  Tch^coslovaauie,  du 
Rgyaume-Unl,  de  }a  Chine,  de  la  Yougoslavie  et  de  I1  Union  des 
Republiques  Sovietioues  Socialistes  appuient  cette  ^proposition. 
Tous  sont  d'avis  aue  I1  institution  d'un  Sous-Comite  fera  gagner 
du  temps.  On  fait  remarquer  que  si  par  oette  methode  on  peut 
obtenir  I1  adoption  unanime  ou  presqu§  unanime  du  rapport  par 
le  Comite/  une^long^e  discussion  en  seance  de  Commission  pourra 
probablement  etre  evitee.  Une  telle  discussion  Be  rait  raal- 
encontreuse,  parce  qu'e^le  donneralt  au  public  I'impresslon 
que  le  Comite  eet  divise.  En  outre,  le  rayoort  n'est  pas  moins 
^mpor'Jant  que  tout  autre  document  du  Comite  et  devrait  etre 
etudie  avec  grand  eo^n,  afin  de  s1  assurer  que  lee  nonjbrevuj 
points  de  vue  exprimee  au  oours  des  debate  eoient  presentes 
oonvenablement. 

Les  Delegues  de  1!  'Australia  et  de  la^Belgique  contestent 
que  la  designation  dfun  Sous-  Comite  ferait  gagner  du  t$mps« 
lie  soulignent  qufil  est  trop  t.ird  de  reoourir  a  oette  methode, 
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oar  elle^eut  avoir  pour  conseiuencc  dee  renvoie  du  Sous-Comlte 
au  Comite  et  Inversement  Dendant  plusieurs  Jour«,  Le  Delegue 
de  la  Belpigue  estlme  que  le  Sous-Comity  ne  Beut  travalller 
raoidement  a  moine  que  lee  orlncioee  fcireeuraer  ne  eoient  ao- 
cfptes  r>ar  tous.v  Dan«  ce  oas  11  gemble  que  If9n  eolt  en 


desaccord  auant  a  ce  ml  devralt  etre  Incorpore  dans  ^e/rap- 
oort.  II  demand  e-fll  ne  vaudrait  oas  mleux  oue  lee  dele- 
gations dee  cinq  grandee  wiiepances  exponent  olalrement  leure 
Dolnt*  de  vue  et  11  e^t  oersijade  ue  le  Raworteur  sera 
heureux  d  r  InconDorer  leure  declaratlone  dans  eon  rawort. 

Le  Telepue  du  Venezuela  declare  ufll  voudralt  oue  I1  on 
tlenne  comote  mutant  oue  ^oeslble  dans  le  ratrjort  de  la 
position  de  certalnep  d^le^tlone  qui  qnj  vote  oour  la  formule 
de  Yalta  ou  cm!  se  r,ont  r.bstenues.  Sang  etre  un  partlean/du 
drolt  de  veto,  per  £e,  le  Delegue  du  Vdnezuela^ejt  frawe  par 
1T  argument  que  la  regie  de  1'unanlmlte  est  un  element  Important 
Dour  grrant^r,!1  unite  ocrmi  lee  grandee  mileeanoee.  De  plus, 
T^lusieurs  delegations  ont  exwlme  lfespolr  oue  la  procedure 
^e  vote  sera  modlfiee  dans  ^Javenlr  t>ar  vole  d1  amenderaents 
a  la  Cherte  et  cue  Ju^nue  la  lee  membree  r>erraanentf  du  Coneell 
ne  sfen  eerviront  ^ae  dane  un  but  d1  obstruction. 

Le  Delegue  de  la  Colorable,  tout  en  eoulignant  que  le 
Rar>r>ort  doit  etre  redige  par  le  R:o^orteur  et  non  pae  oar  le 
Comit£,  est  d!accord  avec"  ceux^qui  eetiment  oue  lfon  pfrdrait  d- 
tcmpe  en  nommcnt  un  Soue-Comlts  pour  aider  &  r6digor  a  nouveau 
le  rapport.  II  eu^srere  cue  le  Ran^o^tcur  epsaye  d'abreger 
et  (3e  changer  en  queloue  eorte  la  orasrntation  de  eon  ra™Dor$. 
II  est  certc^n  qu'en  tenant  corax>te  des  point?  de  vuea  expriinee 
par  le  Comite,  le  Raooorteur  eera^en  mesure  de  rfidlger  un 
raooort  definltif  susceptible  d'etre  aoce-ote. 

Le  Delepue  du  Perou  oartage  lee  point*3  de  vue  exx)rlm§s 
cl-deeeus.  II  estlme  au'au  lieu  <?e  nomner  un  Soue-Comlte 
de  onze  membree  ou  olus,  IX  seralt  pr§f|raljle  de  sermettre 
au  Rw^.-TDorteur  de  orendre  I'rvls  ^ep"Delef2^ies  des^Etate  Unis 
et  de  I'Auetralle  pour  abrlger  et  ^^neliorer  la  redaction  de 
son  rapport  . 

Le  RnDTDorteur  fait  observer  la  dif  flculte  de  la  redaction 
dfun  rapport  cul  eatieferait/tout  le  monrte  et  flemande  que  lee 
eupceetione  faites  oour  I1  amelioration  du  ramort^  solent 
redigees  w^vec  precision.  II  souliijne  ou!ll  a  deja  fait 
oueloues  c»lx  changement?  Important  s  dfns  le  texte,  a  la  suite 
c*es  suggestions  explicit  es.  Lc  dernlere  de  ces  euffpestions 
l!a  amene  a  oroooser  d1  Insurer  r>age  9,  Daragraohe  Z,  ligne  7, 
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apres  lee  mote  H^rolt  de  veto",  oe  ciui  suit: 

"Plusieurs  des  Dllepuls  ont^mentlonne  la  revision 
de  la  Oharte  oar  une  autre  conference  des  Nationg 
UniCFj  question  ^u1  examine  ^encore  un  autre  Comlte 
Teohniniie.  Us  ont  exwlme  lreer>olr  aue  oette  revision 
ne  serai  t;  "oas^soumlse  au  veto  dee  grandee  puissances 
et  ont  declar$  ^ue  toute  la  ^uestlon  de  la"  formule  du 
voje  incoroo$ee  dans  la  Section  C  du  Chat>ltre  VI,  strait 
tree  facilitee,  si  toutes  lee  nations  re^repentees  aiap 
ce  conference  savciept  que,  blen  oue  lee  conditions 
actuelles  pulssent  i^ecesslter  I'airorobation  de  la 
Section  C  dans  sa  redaction  ectuelle,  une  conference  des 
Nations  Unles  revlseralt  la  Chc-.rte  au  moijent  ou  les 
conditions  eeralent  senslblpment  cjnelloreee11 

L$  Rr-ooorteur  eugpere  c(ue  le  Becretaj?  lat  ^er>o.re  un  texte 
revise  du  report  •"'ul  s§rylralt  de  base  a  la  redaction  d'un 
n-ouve^u  rr^roort.  II  orefere  ne  -oas  etre  Ra-o^orteur  au  Sous- 
Comlte,  -oarce  fue  si  lron  en  deelgnait^un  autre  11  voudralt 
r>artlclner  aux  travaux  en  tant  nue  Delegue  du  Srlvador,  de 
fa9on  a  pouvolr  exprlmer  son  avis  sur  le  rntroort,  sans 
engagements  -orealables* 

L§  President  resune^l^e  d|bate,  comme  suit:  La  France 
a^vDuyee  par  ^lus^eurs  delegues  oro^ose  ^ue  I1  on  d^slgne  un 
loetlt  Sojis-Comlte  onur  conselller  et  alder  le  Ra-o-oorteur  a 
redlg§r  a  nouveau  le  ra^Tjort.  Ceoendant  ce  raooort  sera 
rfedlge  o:,r  le  Rar)oorteur,  nue  ne  sera  ^oae  membre  du  Sous- 
Comlte. 

Decision;  Le  Comlte  decide  2ar,34  volx  oontre 
&  ^Q  noianer  un  ^etlt  S^us-Comlte  ^our  consell- 
ler et  alder  le  Radnor  teur  dons  la  revision  de 
son 


^e  President  deslgne  la  Frrno:-,  les  EtJ.t5-Unls,  l!Unlon 
Sovletloue,  I'Australle,  la  Colomble,  la  Tch^coslova^ule  et 
le  Venezuela  -oour  falre  r>artle  <^u  Sous-Gonlte,  oul  gera 
connu  sous  levnom  de  Sous-Comlte  III/l/D.  Le  Comlte  decide 
de  ee  reunlr  a  9  heures  le  len^e^.^ln  matin  afin,de  or6^arer 
si  oossiblf  9  un  rapport  oour  la  seance  du  Comlte  III/l  oul 
aura  lieu  a  16  heures, 

Le  Ran-)orteur  declare  ny'en  tant  rue  Delegue  du  Salvador 
11  se  rfoerve  le  drolt^  anres  la  presentation  du  Ra-T->ort 
par  le  Sous  Comlte,  de  declarer  s'll  est  d1  accord  ou 


^avec  une  telle  ou  telle  autre  v>artie  de  ce  rapport.  Ceol 
etant  blen  entendu  11  sera  heureux  de  travalller  avec  le 


La  S^.nce  est  levee  a 
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SECTION  £ 

A  general  discussion  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  began  at  the  Ninth  Meeting  of  the 
Committee  III/l  and  continued  through  the  next  two  meetings  of 
the  Committee. 

The  text  of  Section  C  Is  as  follows : 
Section  £.  Voting 

1.  Each  member  of  the  Security  Council  should  have 
one  vote. 

2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  procedural 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven 
members  , 

3.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven 
members  Including  the  concurring  votes  of  the  perma- 
nent members;  provided  that,  In  decisions  under  Chap- 
ter VIII,  Section  A,  and  under  the  second  sentence  of 
paragraph  1  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C,  a  party  to  a 
dispute  should  abstain  from  voting. 

The  proposed  amendments  refer  to  paragraphs  2  and  3  of 
Section  C.  The  Interest  shown  by  all  Delegations  In  Section  C, 
Chapter  VI,  as  proposed  at  the  Crimea  Conference,  has  prompted 
me  to  annex  to  this  Report  the  complete  texts  of  the  amendments 
to  that  Section  put  forward  by  the  following  Delegations: 
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Australia,  Brazil,  Canada,  Cuba,  Ecuador,  Egypt,  El  Salvador, 
Ethiopia,  France,  Greece,  Guatemala,  Iran,  the  Netherlands, 
Norway,  the  Philippine  Commonwealth,  Uruguay,  and  Venezuela. 

France  had  presented  an  amendment  but,  since  it  indicated 
in  the  memorandum  which  accompanied  its  amendments  that,  during 
the  period  which  would  follow  the  war,  the  maintenance  of  peace 
would  depend  above  all  upon  the  agreement  of  the  Great  Powers 
and  that  therefore  it  would  refrain  from  proposing  anything 
that  might  eventually  jeopardize  such  agreement,  France,  In 
the  course  of  the  debate,  adhered  to  the  text  of  Yalta. 

Arguments  were  advanced  in  the  Committee  against  the 
proposed  text,  and  particularly  against  that  part  which  would 
bring  the  procedure  of  pacific  settlement  (Chapter  VIII, 
Section  A)  within  the  operation  of  the  unanimity  requirement 
of  the  permanent  members  of  the m Security  Council. 

At  the  ninth  meeting  of  Committee  I I I/I  the  Honorable 
Delegate  of  New  Zealand  raised  the  question  as  to  the  "veto 
power11  of  the  permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council  with 
respect  to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A.  He  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  representatives  of  the  Sponsoring  Governments  might 
be  willing  to  give  a  full  explanation  concerning  this  matter. 
The  ensuing  debate  on  this  point  was  Inconclusive  and,  there- 
fore, the  Committee  agreed  to  appoint  a  Subcommittee  (III/1/B), 
including  Delegates  of  Australia,  Cuba,  Egypt,  Greece,  Nether- 
lands, the  Rapporteur,  and  the  Delegates  of  the  Sponsoring 
Governments  and  Franco,  in  order  to  clarify  the  doubts  that 
had  arisen  in  the  course  of  the  discussion. 

At  the  first  meeting  of  the  Subcommittee  it  was  decided 
that  questions  concerning  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  which  members 
of  the  Subcommittee  other  than  the  representatives  of  the  Spon- 
soring Governments  might  be  prepared  to  submit,  should  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Secretariat,  which  would  endeavor  to  sort  them, 
to  eliminate  duplicates  and  to  present  a  complete  document 
embodying  such  questions.  In  this  manner,  a  questionnaire  was 
prepared  and  presented  on  May  22,  19^5,  to  the  representatives 
of  the  Sponsoring  Governments,  on  the  Subcommittee.  The  answer 
to  that  questionnaire  was  received  by  the  Subcommittee  on  June 
7 >  19^5*  In  the  form  of  a  joint  and  unanimous  statement  by  the 
Delegations  of  the  Sponsoring  Governments  to  which  the  ac- 
quiescence of  France  had  been  secured. 

The  texts  of  both  the;  questionnaire  and  the  statement  are 
attached  to  this  report. 

After  receiving  the  documents  which  I  have  just  mentioned, 
the  discussion  of  Section  <3,  Chapter  VI,  was  resumed  in  Com- 
mittee III/l  at  Its  sixteenth  meeting  with  particular  regard 
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to  the  questions  presented  to  the  sponsoring  powers  and  to  the 
statement  prepared  by  them  In  answer  to  such  questions.  Very 
Important  addresses  were  delivered  In  favor  of  and  against  the 
so-called  "veto  power". 

For  summaries  of  the  addresses  by  the  various  delegations 
on  this  subject  reference  Is  made  to  Summary  Reports  of  Com- 
mittee III/l  for  the  16th,  17th,  18th,  19th  and  20th  meetings 
(Docs.  897,922,936,956  and  967).  A  written  comment  on  the 
statement  of  the  four  Sponsoring  Powers  was  also  presented  by 
the  Australian  Delegate  and  at  his  request  was  annexed  to  the 
minutes  of  the  sixteenth  meeting  of  Committee  III/l  (see 
Doc.  897). 

In  the  course  of  the  debate  a  number  of  Delegations  In- 
dlcated  that  they  would  be  more  favorably  Inclined  to  the 
acceptance  of  the  proposed  provision  for  voting  If  a  more 
flexible  procedure  could  be  established  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Charter. 

In  addition,  there  was  some  discussion  of  the  effect  of 
abstention  from  voting  by  permanent  members  of  the  Council,  as 
required  by  paragraph  3,  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  upon  the 
Council fs  ability  to  carry  out  Its  function  of  pacific  settle- 
ment under  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII.  This  discussion,  including 
the  remarks  made  by  the  U.S.  Delegate,  is  summarized  in  the 
minutes  of  the  20th  meeting  (Doc.  967)- 

The  Australian  amendment,  which  was  intended  to  exclude 
from  the  exercise  of  the  "veto  power"  any  decisions  of  the 
Security  Council  concerning  pacific  settlement,  was  finally 
submitted  to  the  vote  of  Committee  III/l,   Owing  to  the  fact 
that  some  of  the  provisions  contained  in  the  original  Australian 
amendment  had  been  taken  care  of  in  another  Committee,  the  Hon- 
orable Delegate  of  Australia  reworded  his  amendment  as  follows : 

"Add  the  following  at  the  end  of  Chapter  VI,  Section  C, 
paragraph  2: 

"Decisions  made  by  the  Security  Council  in  the 
exercise  of  any  of  its  duties,  functions  and  powers 
under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  shall  bo  deomed  to 
be  decisions  on  procedural  matters." 

I  make  a  special  reference  to  the  result  of  the  vote  on 
the  Australian  amendment  because  It  was  considered  as  a  teat 
case  for  the  other  amendments  proposed  in  regard  to  Section 
C,  Chapter  VI.  The  other  amendments,  in  fact,  constituted  a 
greater  departure  from  the  original  text  of  Section  C  than  was 
implied  in  the  Australian  amendment.  The  consensus  of  Committee 
III/l  was  made  perfectly  clear  in  this  respect;  and  for  this 
reason,  the  other  amendments  were  not  submitted  to  a  vote,  al- 
though only  a  few  of  them  wore  specifically  withdrawn  by  the 
respective  delegates. 
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The  Australian  amendment  was  lost  by  the  following  vote 
taken  at  the  19th  meeting  on  June  12,  1945:  10  affirmative, 
20  negative,  and  15  abstentions. 

Tho  affirmative  votes  were  those  of:  Australia,  Brazil, 
Chile,  Colombia,  Cuba,  Iran,  Mexico,  Netherlands,  New  Zealand, 
Panama. 

The  negative  votes  were  thoso  of:  Byelorussia  S.S.R., 
China,  Costa  Rica,  Czechoslovakia,  Denmark,  Dominican  Repub- 
lic, Prance,  Honduras,  Lebanon,  Liberia,  Nicaragua,  Norway, 
Philippine  Commonwealth,  Ukrainian  S.S.R.,  Union  of  South 
Africa,  U.S.S.R.,  United  Kingdom,  U.S.A.,  Uruguay,  Yugoslavia. 

The  abstentions  were  those  of:  Argentina,  Belgium, 
Bolivia,  Canada,  Ethiopia,  Greece,  Guatemala,  India,  Iraq, 
Luxembourg,  Peru,  Saudi  Arabia,  Syria,  Turkey,  Venezuela. 

The  original  text  of  Section  C  was  then  put  to  a  vote  at 
the  20th  meeting  on  June  13,  19^5-  This  was  done  by  a  show 
of  hands  concerning  Paragraphs  1  and  2.  The  vote  on  para- 
graph 3  was  taken  by  roll-call  duo  to  a  motion  presented  by 
the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Belgium. 

Paragraph  1  of  Section  C  was  adopted  unanimously  by  an 
affirmative  vote  of  33. 

Paragraph  2  of  Section  C  was  adopted  by  30  affirmative 
votes  to  1  negative  vote. 

Paragraph  3  of  Section  C  was  adopted  by  a  roll-call  vote 
which  was  registered  as  follows:  30  affirmative  and  2  nega- 
tive votes,  15  abstentions  and  3  absences. 

The  affirmative  votes  were  those  of  Brazil,  Byelorussia, 
Canada,  China,  Costa  Rica,  Czechoslovakia,  Denmark,  Dominican 
Republic,  Ethiopia,  France,  Greece,  Honduras,  India,  Iraq, 
Lebanon,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Nicaragua,  Norway,  Philippine 
Commonwealth,  Syria,  Turkey,  Ukrainian  S.S.R.,  Union  of  South 
Africa,  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  United  Kingdom, 
United  States  of  America,  Uruguay,  Venezuela,  and  Yugoslavia. 

The  negative  votes  wefro  those  of  Colombia  and  Cuba. 

The  abstentions  were  those  of  Argentina,  Australia, 
Belgium,  Bolivia,  .Chile,  Egypt,  El  Salvador,  Guatemala, 
Iran,  Mexico,  Netherlands,  New  Zealand,  Panama,  Paraguay, 
and  Peru. 

The  absent  representatives  were  those  of  Ecuador,  Haiti, 
and  Saudi  Arabia. 
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The  original  text  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  on  Voting, 
vas  adopted  without  change  and  remains  as 'follows* 

"Section  C.  Voting 

"l.  Each  member  of  the  Security  Council  should  have 
one  vote. 

"2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  procedural 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  aff innatlve  vote 
of  seven  members. 

"3-  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote 
of  seven  members  Including  the  concurring  votes 
of  the  permanent  members;  provided  that,  In  de- 
cisions under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  and  under 
the  second  sentence  of  Paragraph  1  of  Chapter 
VIII,  Section  C,  a  party  to  a  dispute  should 
abstain  from  voting." 

Reports  by  the  Security  Council  tg  the  General  Assembly 

The  Steering  Committee  had  referred  to  Committee  III/l 
two  Important  matters.  One  of  them  concerns  the  submission 
of  reports  of  the  Security  Council  to  the  General  Assembly. 
Subcommittee  III/l/C  was  organized  in  order  to  study  this 
question  in  consultation  with  the  appropriate  subcommittee  of 
Committee  II/2.  As  a  result  of  the  work  of  these  two  sub- 
committees a  redraft  of  Paragraph  8,  Section  B,  Chapter  V, 
was  adopted  by  Committee  II/2  with  slight  modifications. 
This  text,  as  already  modified,  was  submitted  to  Committee 
III/l »  together  with  the  text  of  an  interpretation  already 
adopted  by  Committee  II/2.  After  the  necessary  discussion. 
Committee  III/l  adopted  by  34  votes  the  text  of  Paragraph  8, 
Section  B,  Chapter  V  and  also  the  interpretation  with  re- 
spect to  that  Paragraph  approved  by  Coinmittoe  II/2.  The 
text  of 'the  now  Paragraph  8,  as  approved  by  Committee  III/l 
is  as  follows: 

"8.  The  General  Assembly  should  receive  and  consider 
annual  and  special  reports  from  the  Security 
Council;  such  reports  should  Include  an  account 
of  the  measures  which  the  Security  Council  has 
adopted  or  applied  to  maintain  International 
peace  and  security. 

"The  General  Assembly  should  receive  and 
consider  reports  from  the  other  bodies  of  the 
Organization." 

The  Interpretation  adopted  is  the  following: 
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That  paragraph  8  does  not  limit  In  any  way  the 
powers  of  the  Assembly  set  forth  In  paragraphs  1  and 
6,  and  consequently  when  the  General  Assembly  Is  con- 
sidering reports  from  the  Security  Council  It  may 
exercise  the  powers  of  discussion  and  recommendation 
stated  In  those  paragraphs.11 

Election  of  Secretary  General 

The  second  matter  referred  by  the  Steering  Committee  to 
Committee  III/l  has  to  do  with  the  election  of  the  Secretary 
General.  The  Committee  was  specially  requested  to  consider 
the  words  "made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  7  members"  In  the 
proposed  text  of  paragraph  b.  Section  B,  Chapter  V  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as  approved  by  Committee  II/l  on 
May  25,  1945- 

As  Committee  III/l  had  already  adopted  the  original 
text  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro- 
posals, as  complemented  at  tho  Crimea  Conference,  it  was  not 
deemed  necessary  to  adopt  any  special  provision  concerning 
the  intervention  of  the  Security  Council  in  the  election  of 
the  Secretary  General,  which  it  was  felt  should  bo  made  in 
accordance  with  Section  C  in  so  far  as  the  Security  Council 
is  concerned. 


Respectfully  submitted: 
June  19,  1945- 


H6ctor  David  Castro  (El  Salvador) 
Rapporteur 
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SECOND  PROJET  DE 


OOJCTE  III 

~*F~ 


'REST 


La  discussion  generale  de  la  Section  0,  du  Ohapitre  VI 
dee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  a  commence  a  la  neuvleme 
seance  du  Oomlt£  III /I  et  s'est  poursuivie  au  oours  des  deux 
seances  suivantes  de  ce  Comit6. 

Le  texte  de  la  Section  0  est  le  suivant: 
Section  fi«  Vote. 

!•  Chaque  membre  du  Conseil  de  S£curit6  devralt  avoir 
une  volx. 

&•  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  86ourlt6  sur  les  questions 
de  procedure  devralent  etre  prises  k  la  majority  de  sept 
volx* 

3.  Les  decisions  du  Oonseil  de  S£ourit&  sur  toutes  lee 
autrps  qestions  devralent  etre  prises  k  la  majorltl  de 
sept  volx  dont  oelles  des  membres  permanents,  sous  re- 
serve que,  pour  les  decisions  vlsdes  au  Ohapitre  VIII 
Section  A  et  dans  la  deuxieme  phrase  du  .Paragraphe  1  du 
Ohapitre  VIII,  Section  0,  une  partie  k  un  dlff&rend  de- 
vrait  s'abstenir  de  voter* 

Les  amendements  proposes  se  rapportent  aux  paragraphes  E 
et  3  de  la  Section  0.  L»lnt6ret  manifest 6  par  toutes  les  de- 
lAgations  a  la  redaction  de  la  Section  0  du  Ohapitre  VI,  pro- 
pos«e  au  oours  de  la  Conference  de  Crlrtie,  mU  amen<  k  donner 
dans  le  present  rapport  le  texte  integral  des  amendements  i 
cette  Section  proposes  par  les  Delegations  suivantes:  Austrar- 
HSl  le  Br*«1l»  Cuba,  lTBquatetirf  l?Igypte,  le  Salvador, 
I1  Ethiopia,  la  Franoe,  la  Orfcoe,  le  Quat&nala,  I1  Iran,  lae 
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Pays-Baa,  la  Norvege,  le  Commonwealth  dee  Philippines,  I1  Uru- 
guay et  le  Venezuela. 

La  France  avalt  pr^eente  un  amendement,  male  comma  elle  a vale- 
Indlque  dans  un  memorandum  joint  &.  BOB  amendementB  que  pen- 
dant la  p£rlode  Bulvant  la  fin  de  la  guerre,  le  main ti en  de 
la  palx  dependra  .  avant  tout  de  I1 accord  dee  Grand es  Puissances 
et  que,  par  consequent,  elle  s'abstlendralt  *  proposer  quolque 
ce   soit  pouvant  compromettre  oet  accord;  au  oours  des 
debate,  la  France  a  adhere  au  texte  de  Yalta. 

Des  objections  furent  soulevees  au  seln  du  Gomlte  contrc 
le  texte  propos6  et  plus  parti cull erement  contre  la  partle 
qul  soumettralt  la  ppc£dure  des  reglements  paciflques  (Cha- 
pltre  VIII,  flection  A)  a  la  regie  de  lfunanimite  des  membres 
permanent s  du  Consell  de  Securltl, 

A  la  neuvleme  seance  du  Oomlt6  HI/1,  le  Delegue  de  la 
Nouvelle-Zelande  a  soulev£  la  question  du  f onctlonnement  du 
Adroit  de  veto11  des  membres  permanents  du  Oonsell  de  Securlt6 
relatlvement  a  Id  Section  A  du  Chapltre  VIII*  II  exprima 
I'espolr  que  les  repr^sentants  des  Gk>uvernementsv Invltants 
8 era lent  disposes  k  dormer  une  explication  complete  a  ce  su~ 
Jet.  Les  debate  qul  s'en  sultflrent   furent  peu  concluants 
et  par  consequent  le  Oomlte   decide,  de  nommer  un  Sous-comite 
(III/1/B)  comprenant  les  Deleguls  de  1'Australle^  Cuba,  Egypte, 
(Jrece,  Pays-Bas,  le  Rapporteur  alnei  que  les  Delegues  des 
Gkmvernements  Invltants  et  la^France,  afln  d'eluclder  les  air- 
blgult£s  qul  se  sont  presentees  au  cours  du  debat. 

A  sa  premiere  reunion  le  Soue-ooinlt^  decida  que  les  qu  ^«- 
tlons  ooncernant  la  Section  0  du  Chapltre  VI,  que  les  membi 
du  Sous-comit^ aitres  que  les  repr£eentants  des  gouvernements 
Invltants,  deslreralent  presenter,  devralent  etre  soumlses  au 
Secretariat  qul  lee  classera  afln  d!ellmlner  les  doubles  em- 
plols  et  de  presenter  un  document  complet  exposant  cee  ques- 
tions. De  cette  faqon,  un  questionnaire  a  et£  pr6par6  et 
presente  le  22  mal  1945,  aux  representnnts  des  gouvernements 
Invltants,  au  .Sous-comlt6.  Le  7  Juln  1945 1  le  Sous-coniite 
requt  la  r£ponse  k  oe  questionnaire  sous  la  forme  d'une  de- 
claration commune  et  unanlme  des  Delegations  des  gouvernements 
Invltants  aocompagnee  de  I1 approbation  de  la  France. 

Les  textes  du  questionnaire  et  de  la  declaration  sont 
joints  au  present  rapport. 

Apres  avoir  recu  les  documents  susmentlonnes,  le  Comitl 
III /I  reprlt  k  sa  .fclzleme  Stance,  la  discussion  de  la  Sec- 
tion 0  du  Chapltre  VI  et  en.partlouller  les  Questions  pre- 
sent^es  aux  Puissances  invltantes  et  de  la  declaration  pre- 
parle  par  cellefl-ol  en  r^ponse  a  oes  questions.  Dflmportantes 
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Df  import  ante  s  allocutions  ont  £t£  presentees  pour  et  oontre 
ledit  "drolt  de  veto11. 

Pour  oonsulter  les  resumes  des  allocutions  dee  dlff£~ 
rentes  delegations  sur  oe  suj*t  se  refirer  aux  comptee^r  endue 
sum^s  'de'k  16  erne,  17  erne,  18  erne,  19ezne  et  de  la  SOeme  seance 
du  C  omit  6  III  /I.   (Doo.  697.  982.  936,  956  et  967).  Le 
D£l£gu6  de  I'Australie  a  present!  des  observations  par  eorlt 


sur  la  declaration  dee  quatre  puissances  invitantee,  qul  fu- 
rent  annexees,  auproces  verbal  de  la  Selxieme  Seanoe  du  Co- 
mite  I  II  /I,  sur  sa  demande.  (voir  Doc.  897). 

Au  oours  des  debate,  plusieurs  Delegations  Indiquercnt 
que  si  une  procedure  plus  souple  pouvalt  etre  etablle  pour 
I1  amendement  de  la  Oharte,  elles  seralent  plus  enclines  a 
aooepter  la  proposition  des  dispositions  de  vote* 

II  eut  £galement  des  discussions  relatives  aux  effete 
de  l1^  abstention  du  vote  des  membres  permanents  du  Conseil,  con 
formeraent  aux  termee  du  paragraphs  3,  Section  0,  du  Ohapitre 
VI,  eur  les  pouvolrs  du  Oonsell  de  r>rooeder  aux  reglements 
pacifiques,  pr£vus  a  la  Section  0  du  Chapitre  VIII,  Oes  dis- 
oussione,  y  comorls  les  r^marques  du  Delegu^  dee  Etats-Unie 
sont  r^eumees  dans  le  proces  vrrbal  de  la  20ene  seance. 
(Doo.  967). 

LfAmendement  de  l^ustralle,  dont  le  but  etalt  dfenpcch^r 
le  drclt  de  veto  de  s^xercer  sur  Routes  les  decisions  du 
Oonsell  de  Seourite  relatives  -°u  reglement  paciflque  fut  enfln 
mis  aux  voix  au  Oomltl  III  A.  Etant  donnl  qu'un  autre  oomitl 
sf  etp.it  charg£  d!  examiner  quelques  unes  des  dispositions  con- 
tenues  dans  1  '  amendement  present^  prlmltlvement  par  I'Australi 
le  Delegul  de  I'Australle  modiifiE  soft  amendemenc  eomm^  suit;, 
A  la  fin  du  paragra;he  2f;  de  la-S^cclon  Cf  du  Chapl^cre  VI, 
ajouc«r  c^  qu&  suic: 


Les  Decisions  prises  par  le  Oonsell  de  flecurite  dans  1'exer- 
oice  de  see  fonotione,  devoirs  et  pouvoirs  prSvus  a  la  Section 
A  du  Chapitre  VIII.  seront  oonslderees  oonme  dee  decisions 
en  matiere  de  procedure* 

J1  attire  tout  epeoialement  I1  attention  sur  le  resultat 
du  vote  sur  I1  amendement  {tustr-aien,  oar  11  fut  coneld!r£ 
oomme  un  exemple  typlque  a  1'egnrd  dee  nutres  amendements  pro- 
poses par  la  Section  0.  du  Ohnnitre  VI.  En  fait,  les  autres 
amendements  proposes  sr6oart^ient  blen  davantage  du  texte  ori- 
ginal de  la  Section  0  que  I1  amendement  australlen  ne  semblalt 
le  faire.  Lfavls  general  du  Oonitl  III  A  est  blen  evident 
a  oet  egard:  et  crest  pour  oela  que  les  autres  amendement  B 
ne  furent  pas  mis  aux  voix,  quolqu1!!  n*y  en  eut  que  quelquee-uns 
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Lf  amendement  australlen  fut  rejete  a  la  dlx-neuvieme  seance 
du  Comite,  le  12  Juin  1945,  par  le  vote  suivant:  10  voix 
affirmatives,  20  nefc-itlves  et  15  abstentions. 


Les  voix  affirmatives  etaient  IPS  suivantes:  Auctralle, 
Bresil*  Chill,  Colombie,  Cuba,  Iran,  ^exique,  Pays-Bas,  Nou- 
velle-Zllande,  Panama. 

Les  volx  negatives  etaient  les  suivantes:  Republique 
Sovietique  SocL-liste  dp  la  Hassle  Blrnohe,  Chine,  Costa  Rica, 
Tchecoslovaquie,  Danemarli,  Republlque  Dominic  nine,  France,  Hon- 
duras,  Liban,  Liberia,  Nlcrraguft,  Horvege,  Commonwealth  des 
Philippines,  R^nublique  Oc^/ietique  Soolallste  de  lrUkr,-ine, 
Union  Sud-Africalne,  bnion  des  Heioubllques  Sovlrtiques  Socia- 
list es,  Royftuine-Uni  ,  Et^ts-Unla,  Uruguay,  Yougoelavle. 

Les  abstentions  etaient  les  siiivantes:  /  Argentine,  Belgi- 
cue,  Bolivle?  Canada,  Ethiopie,  Grace,  fi-uatemala,  Inde^  Iraq, 
Luxembourg,  Perou,  Araftle  Saudi  te,  Syrie,  Turqule,  Venezuela. 

Le  texte  original  de  la  Section  C  fut  ensulte  mis  aux 
voix  au  cours  de  la  vlngtleme  seance  du  Comlte,  le  13  Juln 
1945.  Le  vote  fut  r>rls  a  mains  levees  r>our  lee  paragraphes 
1  et  2,  et  par  appel^nominnl,  pour  IP  parapraphe  3,  par  suite 
d'une  motion  presentee  par  le  delegul  de  In  Belgique. 

Le  paragrarhe  1  de  la  Spction  0  fut  adopt6  a  I'unanlinite 
avec  33  voix  affirmatives. 

Le  pp.ra?raphe  2  fut  adoptp  par  ?0  voix  contre  !• 

Le  vote  par  armel  nominal  du  pnra?:rn.TDhe  3,  donna  les  re- 
sultats  sulvants:  30  voix  pour,  2  contra,  15  abstentions  et 
3  absences, 

Les  voix  affirmatives  etaient  les  sulvcintes:  Bresll, 
Russle  Blanche,  Canada,  Chine,  Costa  Rica,  Tchecoslovaquie, 
Danenark,  Republique  Domlnlc-ilne,  Ethiopie,  Fr-ince,  Grece,  Hon 
duras,  Inde,  Iraq,  Llban,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Nicira^ua,  Nor- 
vege,  ConmonvreHlth  des  Philippines,  Syrle,  Turquie^  Republi- 
que de  I1  Ukraine,  Union  Sud-Afrio*lne,  Union  des  Republiques 
Sovletiques  Bociallstes,  Royaume-Uni,  Etats-Unis  d?Amerique  | 
Uruguay,  Venezuela,  et  Yougoslavie. 

Les  voix  negatives  etaient  celles  de  la  Colombie  et  de 
Cuba*  Les  abstentions  Etaient  les  suivantee:  Argentine, 
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Australia,  Belgique,  Boll vie.  Chili,  Egypte.  Salvador,  Gua- 
temala, Iran.  Kexlque,  Pays-Baa,  Nouvelle-Zllande,  Panama, 
Paraguay  et  Perou. 

Les  d^leguSs  absents  etalent  ceux  de  1'Equateur,  d! Haiti, 
et  de  I1 Arable  Saudi te, 

Le  texte  original  de  la  Section  0,  du  Ohapitre  VI  sur 
le  vote  fut  adopte  sans  modification  et  demeure  corane  suits 

"1.  Chaque  membre  du  Consell  de  Securitg  devralt  avoir 
une  voix. 

W2*  Les  decisions ^du  Conseil  de  Securite  sur  les  ques- 
tions de  procedure  devraient  etre  prises  a  la 
majorite  de  sept  voix* 

^3^  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securite  sur  toutes  les ^ 

autres  questions  devrpient  Stre  prises  a  le  m«Jorlte  de 
sept  voix  dont  celles  des  membres  permanent s,  sous 
cette  ieserve  que,  pour  les  decisions  vieees  PU 
Chapltre  VIII,  Section  A  et  drns  IP  deuxieme  phrese 
du  p^ragrpnhe  1,  ^du  Chaoitre  VIII,  Section  C,  une 
pprtie  P  un  dlfferend  devrplt  s'rbstf-nir  de  voter. 

Rapports  du  Conseil  de  Securite  a  I'Assemblee  ftene'rale 

Le  Comite  de  Direction  pvait  renvoye  PU  ComitesIII/l  deux 
questions  importantes.  L'une  d'elles  svpit^trpit  P  1^ ^soumls- 
sion  de  rppport  par  le  Conseil  7^  Se'curite  P  lrAssemblee  Oene- 
rple.  Lo  Sous-Comlte  III/l/C  dut  e'tpbll  d^ns  le  but  d'etudior 
cettc  question  en  consultption  avrc  168  Sous-Comltes  competents 
du  Comite  II/2.  Le  result«t  do  lour  travail  fut  une  nouvelle 
redpotlon  du  pprflgraphe  8,  Soctlon  B,sCh-oltro  V,  qui  fut 
adopte  par  le  Comitr'*  II/2  *)VPC  de  legeros  modifioptions^  Ce 
toxte  dcja  modifie^fut  soumls  ^u  Comite  II^/l  accompagne  dfune 
interprctntion  dejo  ado^ttfr  pnr  le  Comite  II/2.  Apres  examen, 
le  Comite  III/l  ^doptp.  P  une  m*Jorlte  de  34  voix  le  texte  du 
p*rngrp,phe  8,  Section  B,Chnpltre  V  et  ousel  I1  interpretation  de 
ce  mome  p^ragrpphe  approuve  p«r  le  Comlto  II/2.  Le"  texte  dtt' 
nouveau  par^gr«phe  8  approuve  pur  le  Comite  III  A  est  reprodult 
oi-dnssous: 

M8.  II  pppprtlent  P  1'Assemble'e  Q-e'nerplc  de  recevoir  et 
d'expiiner  des  r«pports  annuels  et  des ^r«pports 
spociftux  e'mpnpnt  du  Consoll  de  Sc5curltp;  ces  ,rap- 
ports  d^vront  rondre  oompte  de$  mesures  pdoptees  ou 
^ppllquees  par  le  Conseil  de  Securite,  pour  le  malntlen 
do  la  pplx  et  IP  securlte  internnt lonples, 
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"II  app*rtient  a  I'Aseerablee  G-enerole  de 

reoevoir  et  d1  examiner  ice  rapports  eraanano  dfautres 
organisms  de  ^Organisation"  / 

Lf  Interpretation  suiv^nte  de  oe  par*gr*phe  a  eto  sdmlse 
par  le  Oomlte: 

"Le  paragraphe  8,ne  llmlte  aucunement  lee 
pouvolrs  de  1'Assemblee,  tola  qu'lls  sont  exposes 
aux  paragrpphes  ^1  et  6,  et  t>rr  consequent,  loreque 
I'Aaecmblee"  Oe'nerale  examine  les  rnpporte  du  Consell 
de  Securlte,  elle  peut  exercer  les^oouvolrs  de  dls- 
ousslon  e1"  de  reooramandPtlon  enonces  d^ns  cos  nara- 
grpphes.11 

Election  flij  Secretaire  general 

LP  seoonde  question  Import^nte  referee  pnr  IP  Comlte  de 
Direction  au  Comltn  III/l  concerne  I1  election  du  Secretaire 
CeneVal.  Le  C'-mlte  et^lt  tout  spccl^lcm^nt  ohnrgp  d1  examiner 
les  mots:  nPnr  un  votp  af^lrmatlf  de  sept  membres11  qul  appp- 
relasent  eu  parngraphe  4,  Section  B,  ChPioltre  V  des  ProDo'sl- 
tlons  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  parpgraphe  PpDrowp  par  le  Comlto  II/l, 
le  25  mal  1945. 

Le  Comlte  III/l  pyant  dejp  odoptc  le  texte  original  de  IP 
Section  C,  ^Chapltre  ^VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  O'-ks,  tcl 
qu!ll  a  ete  complete  a  I-  Conference  fle  Crlraee,  11  n1*  pne  semble 


n^cessalre  d1  adopter  dot;  dispositions  specifies  visnnt  A  I1  Inter-; 
ventlon  du  Consell  do  Securlte  d->ns  I1  election  du  Secretaire  Ge'ne' 
r^l  qul  dev^lt  ^rocedor  c^nformoment  p  lr  Section  0,  pour  oe  cui 
est  du  rfile  du  Consrll  de  Securlte. 

Respcctueuscment: 
le  19  Juln  1945. 


Hector  D^vld  Castro  (Salvador) 
Rppporteur 
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Tfw  Unin-il  Aff/io/i.s  Ctmjvnmce 
on  International  Organization 

III/1/63 
June  20, 

COMMISSION   III         Security  Council 

Coiiimittoe  1   Structure  and  Procedures  ^ 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  TWENTY-  SEVENTH  MEETING  £P  COMMITTEE 
Veterans  Building,  Room  22£,  June  1£,  19*15*  **:35  £•]£• 

The  meeting  was  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at  4:35 
p.m. 


1.  Continuation  of  Dlscus^lon^  of  Report  ojT  Rapporteur 
RolctTngnEo  cEapter  \fl,  SectTorTC 

The  Chairman  stated  that  Subcommittee  III/l/D,  composed 
of  the  Delegates  of  Australia,  Colombia,  Czechoslovakia,  Franco, 
the  U.S.S.R.,  the  Unitod  States,  and  Vcnezr.ulfc  had  mob  in 
consultrtion  with  tho  Rapporteur  to  advise  and  assist  him  in 
revising  his  report*  He  expressed  his  gratitudu  to  Mr.  Gon- 
zalos-Furnandez,  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee,  to  the  Rapporteur, 
and  to  the  other  members  of  tho  Subcommittee  for  tho  successful 
completion  of  their  task. 

The  Delegate  of  Colombia,  Chairman  of  Subcommittee  III/lA), 
stated  that  tho  new  draft  report  of  tho  Rapporteur  relating  to 
Chapter  VI,  Section  C  (WD  401),  had  buon  unanimously  approved 
bf  tho  Subcommittee,  Tho  draft  had  beon  proprrud  in  a  concilia- 
tory spirit  on  the  part  of  the  Rapporteur  with  tho  helpful 
collaboration  of  tho  members  of  tho  Subcommittee.  The  Sub- 
committee had  agreed  upon  a  middle  course  and  he  earnestly  hoped 
thrt  the  Committee  would  approve  it  in  tho  same  spirit  of 
cooperation.  A  member  of  the  Subcommittee  expressed  the  hope 
that  tho  Committee  would  approve  the  report  unanimously  and 
another  member  observed  that  the  report  was  "tho  hlghuot  common 
denominator"  on  which  tho  Subcommittee  oould  agroo, 

The  Committee  proceeded  to  a  page-by-pr.ge  oonsiderrtion 
of  tho  report. 

Decision:  The  Commit  toe  unanimously  adopted 
by  29  f  nvorotTe  votes  the  first  "page  of  the 
ruport,  with  mfhor  tex'tual 


The  second  page  of  tho  report  was  then  read  by  tho  Rapporteur. 
The  Delegate  of  Australia  drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  neither 

*TKo  Agenda  I  •  sued  for  27th  nee  ting] 
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Sgbcomraittee  III/l/B  nor  tho  Committee  had  approved  the  in- 
terpretative Statement  toy  tho  Delocetions  of  tho  Pour  Sponsoring 
Governments  on  Voting  Procedure  in  tho  Security  Council  (Doc. 
852).  He  had  nlso  raised  this  point  at  the  morning  meeting  of 
Subcommittee  III/l/D. 

Tho  Dologcte  of  India  proposed  that  in  order  to  prosent 
a  wore  adequate  summary  of  tho  debate,  tho  second  paragraph 
should  state  that  " strong  arpumonts"  were  advanced  fby  many 
delegates  f  igplnst  tRo  application  of  the  voto  power  "To  pacific 
Soltlbuont;  ho  later  agreed  to  withdraw  the  word  "strong  . 

Decision :   The  Ggnuittoo  ur.intmgusly  approved 
T5Ty34  favorable"  v  S£\j&~^£lu.~  soooriH  papo  of"  tT:c 
r  opor  cV  wjJbK^tlTo'MTn  x  or  t  Ion  of '"1  no  phr  a  a  o  ""Tby 
many  do  1 « ;  gn  to  r. "  "aJ*  ^br  ""Conralttoo^  in  the 
Bocch^TYuj 


On  the  third  full  prrnsrrph  of  page  3,  the  Delegate  of 
Canada  mado  the  ooranont  thnt  the  discussicn  of  tho  effect  of 
abstention  from  voting  should  bo  ruportod  in  somewhc-t  more 
genoral  terras .   Ho  thorof ore  proposed  tho  deletion  of  certain 
qualifying  phrasus  in  tho  first  sontencu,  A*c  tho  suggestion 
of  tho  Delegate  of  Colombia*  it  wos  agreed  to  delete  the  word 
"permanent11  in  tho  second  lino  and  to  *dd  tho  phrrso  "and 
pnrtlcularly  of  tho  abctortlon  of  pormanont  members  of  the 
Council"  aftor  tho  word  "Council"  in  tho  same  lino. 

The  Delegate  of  India  felt  that  some  reference  should 
be  madu  in  tho  report*  cs>  for  example,  in  tho  second  full 
paragraph  on  pago  3,  to  tho  fret  that  the  dologntos  of  tho 
sponsoring  governments  had  made  it  clear  In  the  course  of  tho 
debato  that  if  tho  Yalta  voting  formal*  were  not  accepted  the 
hopes  for  drt-wiLis  up  a  Chrrtcr  would  bo  wrecked.  Many  dele- 
gates^ Including  thot  of  Indir^  had  ncdo  it  clear  that  they 
had  boon  guided  in  votinc  by  the  crtogorical  statement  of 
the  position  of  thu  dolugatos  of  the  sponsorJjig  govcrnnonts. 

Tho  Dologatc)  of  Poru  expressed  his  agreement  with  this 
position  and  suggested  the  deletion  of  the  word  "nore"  in  the 
second  lino  of  the  second  full  paragraph  on  pr:ge  3, 

Tho  Delegate  of  India  felt  that  this  change  would  not 
meet  his  point  and  thot  it  should  bo  cloarly  brought  out  in 
tho  report  that  the  factor  which  wcs  perhaps  most  influential 
in  swaying  votes  wns  tho  throat  thrt  the  Conference  might  end 
in  failure  to  draw  up  a  Chaster . 

The  Delegate  of  China  proposed  that  the  entire  paragraph 
be  deleted  with  the  exception  of  the  opening  clause*  which 
would  then  serve  to  introduce  the  next  paragraph. 

The  Rapporteur  explained  that  the  paragraph  in  question 
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had  boon  incorporated  in  order  to  report  the  position  taken  by 
the  Delegates  of  India  and  Peru,  who  had  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  Charter  might  bo  modified  at  another  United  Nations 
Conference,  in  which  the  rule  of  unanimity  among  the  permanent 
members  would  net  apply.  He  hnd  drawn  up  a  fuller  statement 
of  this  position  but  the  present  paragraph  had  been  accepted 
by  the  Subcommittee.  He  suggested  that  the  following  text  be 
substituted  for  that  following  the  word  voting  :   if  the 
revision  of  tho  Charter  by  another  Conference  of  the  United 
Nations  is  mado  possible.  They  expressed  the  hope  that  such 
a  revision  of  the  Charter  will  net  be  subject  to  tho  rule  o£ 

unanimity  of  tho  porrianont  members  *f  tho  Security  Council. 

* 

The  Delegate  of  Colombia  considered  that  xhe  point  of 
tho  Delegate  of  Peru  would  not  be  met  by  the  deletion  of  the 
word  "more"  in  the  second  line.  He  felt  that  the  text  of  the 
draft  report  was  to  be  preferred  to  the  ruvision  proposed  by 
the  Rapporteur  because  it  was  more  general  and  more  flexible. 

The  Delogrtc  of  Australia  suggested  that  the  phrase 
loss  unfrvorably"  night  meet  the  objection  of  the  Delegate 
of  Poru  mere  adequately.  He  retailed  that  many  delegates  had 
spoken  to  the  effect  that  the  veto  on  conciliatory  processes 
would  be  mere  tclcrnblo  if  tho  veto  on  constitutional  processes 
were  removed.  Me  noted  that  both  the  CXustionnaira  submitted 
to  the  sponsoring  governments  and  the  Statement  in  reply  were 
to  bo  attrchod  to  the  report.  Ho  felt  that  in  order  to  give 
a  fair  picture  cf  tho  proceedings  tho  Statement  by  tho  Dele- 
gate of  Australia  circulated  at  the  16th  meeting  of  Committee 
III A*  June  9,  19^5  (Doc.  897>  Annex),  should  bo  likewise 
attached.  He  felt  that  the  report  should  be  Q  statement  of 
fact  and  that  the  opposing  point  of  visw  should  also  be 
expressed.  He  stated  that  he  was  merely  suggesting  that  the 
Australian  Statement  bo  included  and  was  lacking  no  uotion  to 
that  effect. 

The  Delegate  of  Chile  concurred  in  the -suggestion  that  the 
words  more  favorably1  in  tho  second  paragraph  on  page  3  bo 
replaced  by  the  words  "leas  unfavorably 

Decision;  The  Committee  unanimously  rpproved 

by  24  votosnETTo  second  paragraph  on  page  3*  as  amended 

By  TiTie  Rapporteur* 

Expressing  his  opposition  to  tho  Australian  suggestion* 
tho  Delegate  of  the  Soviet  Union  observed  that*  after  a  long 
discussion  on  this  point*  the  Subcommittee  had  proceeded  on 
the  basis  that  statements  by  individual  delegates  should  not 
be  singled  out.  The  Delegate  of  Australia  replied  that  he  had 
made  n  reservation  on  this  point  In  the  meeting  of  the  Sub- 
committee . 

The  Delegate  of  Belgium  moved  that  the  Australian  State- 
ment be  annexed  to  tho  report *  since  it  had  played  an  important 
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role  In  tho  debate  and  represented  a  serious 'criticism  of  the 
Statement  of  the  Sponsoring  Governments.  The  notion  was 
seconded  by  tho  Delegate  of  Chile. 

The  Delegates  of  tho  United  Kingdom  nnd  Prance  supported 
the  Delegate  of  tho  U.S.S.R.  In  his  view  that  the  Australian 
Statement  should  not  be  annexed  to  tho  report . 

Tho  Delegate  of  Colombia  pointed  out  that  the  Subcommittee 
had  recognized  the  right  of  tho  Australian  Delegate  to  raise 
this  question  before  the  Committee.  He  expressed  his  support 
of  the  Belgium  motion. 

Decision;  The  motion  to  annex  the  Australian 
Statement  to  the  roporF"was  rejected  by  13 
favorable"  ondTT  negative?  votes. 

Decision!  The  Committee  unanimously  ry^r*.  ved 
by  3_4  favorable  vote's  the  first  Tuur  pc 
on  page  3« 

Tho  Dolo/^r.to  of  Indie  proposer),  that  a  paragraph,  as 
follows,  be  added  aftor  the  fourth  pcrngrrph  on  pa'jo  4:   "it 
should  bo  stressed  thct  during  the  dubato  tho  representatives 
of  the  Sponsoring,  Powers  nado  It  clear  that  thxjy  wore  neithor 
prepared  to  accept  pny  rnoc'lf lection  of  tho  Yr.ltr  foruuln  nor 
to  agree  to  a  more  Ulberrl  intorprotrtion  thereof  then  that 
oontainod  in  their  joint  doci^rrtlon  of  '(  Juno,  1945>  and  that 
any  unfavorable  action  by  th^  Committee  ^n  tho  voting  formula 
would  imperil  tho  whole  work  of  the  Conference.  It  was  on 
this  understanding  that  mmy  delegations  vcted  for,  or  abstainer 
from  votlnp  against*  the  Yalta  formula."  Tho  Delegate  felt 
that  a  statement  to  this  effect  was  necesscry  in  tho  report 
since  tho  summary  records  of  the  Committee  wore  not  available 
to  tho  public.  He  felt  that  the  report  as  drafted  wns  mis- 
loading  nnd  did  net  present  a  fair  picture  of  the  debate  on 
this  point.  The  motion  of  the  Delegate  of  India  was  seconded 
by  tho  Delegate  of  Colombia, 

Decision:  The  Indian  motion  was  defeated  bjr 
13  favorable  and  14  negative  vetos. 

Decision:  Thg  Committee  unanimously  rpproved 
by  33  i?vorable  votoa  the  last  two  porcrynphs 
on  pngo  3  and  the  first  four  paragraphs  en 
pose  4. 

The  Delegate  of  Colombia  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  a  phraso  agreed  to  by  the  Subcommittee  had  beon  omitted 
from  the  tenth  paragraph  on  page  4.  Tho  phrase  road  as  follows: 
'who  presented  written  statements  ns  to  their  attitude".  Ho 
also  recalled  that  the  Delegates  of  Cuba  and  Colombia  had  handed 
in  written  statpmonts  to  tho  Secretary  explaining  their  vote. 
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The  Secretary  stated  that  r  correction  w^uld  be  made  in  tho 
Summary  Report.   Tho  Rapporteur  agreed  that  tho  following  sen- 
tence should  bo  added  at  tho  end  cf  the  tenth  paragraph  on 
page  4:   !1Tho  respective  delegates  presented  written  statements 
explaining  their  attitude." 

At  tho  requost  cf  thu  Delegate  of  Haiti,  tho  Rapportour 
agreed  to  add  tho  fallowing  sentence  at  tho  end  of  the  laot 
paragraph  on  par*e  4:   "The  Delegate  ^f  Haiti  subsequently  wrote 
c  letter  tc  the  Chairman  stating  that  he  hcd  boon  unavoidably 
cbsent  but  that  if  ho  had  been  present  ho  would  havo  votod 
favorably."  Tho  Rapporteur  requested  that  ho  bo  permitted  to 
odd  a  similar  statement  on  his  own  position  on  tho  Australian 
amendment. 

Decision;  The  Committee  unanimously  approved 
by  2Q  fcVorable  votes  the  last  eight  ran- 
graphs  on  pace  4',  with  tho  rmondriynts  proposed 
by  the  Belegates  o?  Colombia  rnd  Haiti. 

The  Rapporteur  suggested  that  the  fullewinr;  paragraph  be 
added  after  tho  fourth  paragraph  en  page  4;   "The  Delegate  of 
El  Salvador  stated  at  the  noxt  meeting  cf  Cornnittoe  III/l  that 
he  was  unable  to  be  -present  when  tho  veto  en  the  Austrrlian 
Amendment  wrs  taken  and  that,  if  hu  had  been  present,  ho  would 
have  voted  in  favor  of  the  i-renduont  ." 

Docisicn  ;   The  Conniittoc  unanimously  adopted 
by  24  fKyoroFTe  votes  the  anendiaent  proposod 


Dycini  TI  •  The  jC^i.inltJtee  unanimously  adopted 
By^?T  TavorFETb  vutes  the  first  pert  uf  pa^'o 
of  ^ae  report, 


Decision;      The  Commit  toe  J^££?lii{Ji3j^;  adopted 
the  popart  cf  tK"o'T!£pportoiii>« 


The  Chairman  then  made  the  following  statement: 
"Gentlemen, 


!As  wo  reach  the  completion  of  cur  task,  I  wish  to 
thank  you  all  for  your  precious  cooperaticn  and  yeur  helpful 
assistance  In  tho  exercise  of  the  difficult  powers  entrusted 
to  me  by  the  Conference. 

l!Awcro  of  tho  great  honor  conferred  on  me  and  beyond 
me,  on  my  country,  I  did  ray  best  to  borr  in  mind,  in  my  task, 
only  tho  interests  of  the  conference  cud  its  success.  And  I 
believed  that  this  double  aim,  in  the  long  run,  could  be 
assimilated  to  the  particular  interests  of  tho  peoples  we 
•represent  hero  and  which  have  follorod  most  rttontlvoly  and  at 
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times  with  some  anxiety  the  development  of  our  Conference. 

"l  may  at  times  have  boon  for cud  to  bo  somewhat 
severe  in  ray  chairmanship  In  matters  of  procedure*  but  I  know 
that  you  will  forgive  me  this  in  view  of  my  obvious "desire  to 
allow  you*  within  tho  scope  of  my  duties*  oil  latitude  and  to 
be  willing  to  overlook  whenever  possible  the  restrictive  nature 
of  eur  particular  procedure. 

"Our  committee*  more  than  nny  c  t!j<  r*  w^nt  ,-t  tti.us  t->r  u^h 
difficult  moments  and  hours  of  crisis.  But  no  cno  Misunder- 
stood tho  fact  that  this  crisis  or  threat  of  failure  was  deter- 
mined by  a  latent  lack  of  confidence*  both  ef  the  great  powers 
in  tho  small  and  of  the  small  in  the  gr^at*  a  lack  of  confidence 
due  to  an  exaggerated  sense  of  nationalism  developed  by  the 
sufferings*  Injustices  and  cruel  losses  of  this  war. 

"One  of  the  successes  of  this  conference  hrs  bec?n 
to  overcome  these  difficulties*  and  it  hr.s  boon*  In  ^articular* 
a  victory  for  our  committee  whose  members  have  boon  ablo  to 
demonstrate*  in  circumstances  that  were  sometimes  difficult* 
that  they  were  resolved  to  pursue*  in  peace  and  for  its  main- 
tenance* a  cooperation  which  ho 3  been  strengthened  in  war  by 
loss  ef  blood  and  by  common  sacrifices. 

"Gentlemen*  those  w  ;rds  aro  particularly  alcnif leant 
when  they  aro  spoken  by  the  chairman  ef  a  delegation  of  a 
country  such  no  Greece  which  :ns  known  the  joy  cf  driving  back 
the  Fascist  aggressors  and  of  contributing  'to  common  victory* 
but  has  also  felt  the  full  bitterness  of  a  cruel  and  exhausting 
occupation. 

"Wo  havo  come  hero  with  tho  purpose  ef  outlawing  war. 
Wo  have*  great  and  small*  held  different  opinions*  and  have  had 
to  overcome  greet  difficulties  which  have  led  us*  delegates 
of  small  and  middle  powers*  te  withdrew  and  understand  tho 
motivcn  ef  the  groat  powers*  motives  which  wore  most  honorable 
and  worthy  of  respect.  They  themselves  invited  us  te  trust  in 
them  and  it  would  have  been  graceless  for  us  tc  refuse  it. 

"Today*  we  complete  our  task  In  an  atmosphere  of 
mutual  confidence  and  understanding.  Had  we  accomplished 
nothing  else*  we  would  be  entitled  to  be  proud  of  this  result. 
But  wo  have  achieved  more  and  have  laid  the  foundation  of  a 
new  Intornatienal  Organization.  Wo  know  that  it  is  not  perfect* 
but*  liko  evory  human  achievement*  it  con  be  perfected  through 
experience  and  practice.  Moreover*  the  spirit  In  which  we  later 
interpret  the  views  drafted  in  these  eight  weeks  la  much  more 
important  than  the  text  themselves.  Lotus  not  be  deceived: 
only  this  spirit  can  make  of  our  Charter  on  Instrument  of 
peace  and  concord*  by  making  it  possible  to  establish  a  flexible* 
liberal  and  sound  jurisprudence. 
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The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  expressed  his  gratitude 
to  the  Chairman  on  behalf  of  all  the  members  of  the  Committee 
and  reciprocated  the  sentiments  of  tho  Chnirman.  .  Ho  moved  that 
generous  appreciation  be  expressed  to  the  CHalrman  for  his 
able  and  successful  conduct  of  the  proceedings  of  tho  Committee. 
He  was  pleased  that  the  Committee  was  able  to  bring  its  vork 
to  a  conclusion  In  a  spirit  of  conciliation  and  compromise. 
The  Delegate  of  India  expressed  his  appreciation  to  tho  Chr.ir- 
man>  to  the  Rapporteur *  and  to  the  Secretary  and  hlo  staff. 

The  Delegate  of  Australia  pcid  a  tribute  to  the  Chairuon. 
He  assurjd  tho  representatives  of  the  sponsoring  governments 
that  although  ho  had  fought  against  tho  adoption  of  tho  Dun- 
barton  Oaks  Proposals,  that  opposition  belonged  to  tho  past. 
Australia  would  not  be  found  lacking  In  support  of  tho  toxt 
adopted.  The  Delegate  of  the  United  Kindlon  thnnkod  the 
Australian  Delegate  for  his  declaration  ind  was  cortr.ln  that, 
in  this,  ho  was  also  speaking  on  bohrlf  of  tho  delegates  of 
the  other  sponsoring  gcvornmon bs •  Ho  fult  assured  that  all 
would  be  determined  to  devote  tl'ulr  vholu  oncr^y  and  minds  to 
making  tho  Organization  r  cucc^fj.  1%;  U-lwfv/;o  of  Prance 
expressed  his  gratitudo  bo  tho  lx.loi;:-tj  oi*  Australia  for  his 
declaration  and  hopucl  tlu/c  tho  cruna  spirit  wuuicl  prevail  in 
the  now  Organization. 

Tho  Chairman  concluded  by  thanking  tho  members  of  tho 
Committee  wholeheartedly  fer  the  generous  words  which  had  been 
addressed  to  hin.  He  was  very  gratified  by  the  statements 
made  slncu  they  had  emanated  from  persons  who  hpd  rendered 
such  eminent  services  to  the  success  of  the  Conference  nnd  the 
cause  of  the  United  Nations.  He  also  sincerely  thanked  the 
members  of  the  Committee  for  responding  warmly  and  spontan- 
eously to  the  expressions  of  appreciation  made.  Ho  would 
vividly  retain  tho  memory  of  the  confident  camaraderie  which 
had  developed  among  all  present  in  the  course  of  tho  past 
historic  weeks  and  which  was  a  good  augury  for  the  future  of 
International  relations.  Finally  hu  took  this  opportunity 
to  thank  the  Chairmen  of  tho  Subcommittees,  tho  Rapporteur* 
the  Secretariat  and  the  Interpreters  for  the  untiring  and 
devoted  efforts  which  they  had  domunstratud  in  the  course  of 
the  Conference. 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  7:15  p.ru 
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The  i;/iiW  Nation,  Confwnce  25^1™ (TOOTH) 

on    Inlfrnalionul   Organization  III/1/63 

June  ?0,    1945 

COMMISSION    111         Security  Council 

Comlte  1       Organisation  et  Procedure 


COMPTE  RENDU  RESUME  DE  LA  VIWQ-T-SSPTITiE    SEANCE  DU  COMITE   III/l  * 
Vetprans  Building.    Salle   RP.ff  .    19   Juln  1945.    Ich.  S6 

La  s£nnce   pst   ouverte  ppr  le  President  a  16h.35» 


1*      Suite   de   lq   discussion  du  ffftP'  -art   du  Rrinnc^ou^  cur 
VI  /T3~  ' 


Le  Prfisldent  'dfclar^  r>w    1^   Sous-comlt^   III/l/D,    compose 
des  d£l£gu6s  de   I'Australlo,    d^   1^   Colombia,    de   IP   Tohrcoslo- 
v^qule,    :Le   la  France,    de   1!U,R.3.J.,    des  Et^ts-Unls   et   du 
Venezuela  s^Jest   consulte   avec  IP   rapporteur  pour  IP   oonselllpr 
et  1?  silder  a  reviser  son  ripport.      II  exprlmr   aa  gratitude   a 
M.    Gonzalez-Fernandez,    president   du  sous-coralt4,    PU   rnpportpur 
et   aux   outres  merabree  du  sous-oomlt^   nour   I'heure-ux  qccomplls- 
seraent  de   ea  t?che. 

Le  D^l6gu6  de  la  Colomble,    president  du  eous-coralt6   III/l/D, 
declare   que   le  nouveau  pro  Jet  de   r^poort  du  rntDporteur   sur 
le   Chapltre  VI,    Section  C    ('tfD  401),    a  etc   qpnrouv^   a  l!unan!ml- 
t^  pt\r  le   sous-ooralt£.      Le  r>r->Jet  a  6t^   prepnr£  dnns  un  esprit 
de   conciliation  de   1*  part  du  R^pportfur,    avpo  1*»  ur^cleuse 
collwbor^tlon  des  raembres  du   sous-oomltf  •      Le   s^us-c^mlto   est 
tnmb^   df  accord  sur  un  c^rapromls   et   If*  Pr.^sldrnt  esp^r^    sincere- 
ment   que   le   Coralte   lc  ep^r^uverR,    dans  le  ra^me   rsprlt  de   oo^p6- 
ratlon.      Un  membrn  du  sous-comlt^   exprirae   l!rspolr  oue   IP 
Comltp   »pprouv^ra  IP.   rapport   «   I'unonlmlt^   et  un   *utre  membre 
fait   observer  oue  le  r«pport  rppr^sonte    "le  plus  haut   d^noml- 
natpur  oommun11   sur  lequel  le   sous-oomltft  pput   t^mbpr  d'qocord. 


Le  C^mlt^  pr^opdp  «  I'examen  du  rapport  p«ge  par  p«ge, 


Le   O^mlt^   adonte  ^  Ifunanlmlt6  des  29  vot«nts 
premTere  page  du^rapport  P.VPQ  de  l^gprps  m  oSTf  1  o  *  1  1  ^r 

'  ~ 


Le   rspportpur  lit   -nsultf*  la   deuxlemp  pape  du 
Le  Del^gue  de   I1  Australia   ^ttlrr   1'att^ntl^n  sur  le   fait  oue 
nl  le    e^us-comlte   III/l/B  nl  IP  ComltP  n'ont  appr-»uv^   la 
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Declaration  Interpretative  dee  ouitre  g^uvcrnempnta  invi- 
tpnte  o^noernant  IP  Pr-ocrdure  de  vote  *u  C^nspil  dp  Securite 
(D-o.  852).  II  avpit  dpja  eoulev<?  oette  Question  «  1« 
s£"nce  du  mitln  du  soue-c^mlt£  III/l/D, 


Le  DPI-'KUP  dea  Ind^e  propoae  cm'afln  dp  faire  un  r'sum<' 


plua  fidel?  du  dpbflt,  IP  s^c^nd  pnragmphe  disc  rup 
".f  ->rt  s  arguments11  ont  etp  avancpa  "par  plualeurs 


. 

centre  I1  op^llc^tl^n  du  drolt  dp  vet^  au  r^glrm^nt 
11  a  c^naehti  enauite  a  retirer  Ic  m^t  "forts'1. 

Le  O^mlte  aT)pr^uve  a  I'unanimit"  dne  34  v^tants 


la  dpuxiemp  pp.ge  du  .  ^ 

ai^n  ^par  plualeure  d-^lrgues11  aor  e  a  IP  rant.  "C^mite11  au 

dcuxiemr  paragra^hp  cnmr?let> 


Sur  le  tr^lslpm^  porr^r^hp  de  la  r>*%e  3.   le  D£l-?gue  du 
Canada  fait  obaerver  auo  In  dlscusul^n  cur  I'oifet  de  lfab- 
atrntl^n  du  v*)te  devr^lt  etre  r^l^t^e  *n  termea  un  peu  plua 
gen^raux.     II  propose  ci^nc  de  blffpr  certalnee  ^reclal^na 
de  li  .premiere  phrase.      Sur  li  eugpiestl^n  du  Delegue  de  la 
CAlomble,   nn  decide  de  blffer  le  m">t   "permanent  M  a  1«   deuxleme 
llgne   et  d'ajouter  les  ra^td   "et  ourt^ut  de  I1  "batentl^n  deo 
membres  penaanents  du  O^naell11  apres  le  m^t    "C^nseil"  . 

Le  Dll^gue  de  l!Inde  eat  dlavla  que  le  rapport  devr^lt 
mentl->nner,   au  deuxleme  paragraphe  de  la  page  a  ^r  exemple, 
le  fait  cue  lea  del^gu^a  dee  Gr">uvr:rne-mcnt8  lnvlt<«nts  av^l^nt 
Indlque  au^o^ura  du  dcbat  rue   al  1=)  formule  de  v-^te  ad^ptfie 
a  Yalta  n'etalt  paa  acoept^e,   t^ut  eapolr  dp  r^dlger  une 
Charte  ^ch^ueralt.     Blen  dra  d^l'guaa,    y  c^mprls  oelul^de 
I'^Inde,    avalent  expr^aapment  Indloue  quflla  avaient  £te  gul- 
dea  dana  leur  v^te  p^r  I'exp^ae  cnt^g^rloue  de  In  position  prlae 
a  oet  egard  par  le   del'gupG  dea  G^uvcrnempnta  Invlt^nte. 

Le  Drlegue  du  Per^u  ae  declare  d1  accord  avpo  c^tte  poal- 

et  propose  de  blffer  le  nrt  "plua11  a  IP  deuxleme  llgne 
du  deuxleme  parngraphe  de  la  page  3. 

Le  Del£gue  de  1'Inde  eatlme  QUP  OP  ohanperoent  n!Pxprl- 
meralt  pna  aon  Id^e  et  PUP  le  rapport  devr^lt  f«ire  reaa^rtlr 
clalrement  oue  le  facteur  oul  a  exero6  le  plua  d1  Influence 
aur  lea  v^tea  avait  6t£  la  mpnacfi  de  volr  la  O^nferpnce  ^c 
dpjia  la  redaction  de  la  Charte^ 

Le  Delegue  de  IP  Chine  propose  de  blffer  tout  le  para- 
graph* f  i  1'excpptlon  de  la  oliuse  du  d^but  qui.servlrr.lt 
ainsl  d1  introduction  au  paragraphs  sulvant. 

Le  Rapporteur  expllaue  que  le  paragraphe  en  nueation 
a  6t^  lnc*»rporfe  afin  de  signaler  la  poaltion  prise  par  lea 
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dfelfegufes  de  lflnde  et  du  P6r-m,   qul  avuipnt  exprlrne  IJ^espoir 
que  la  Charte  pourraj-t  etrs  fn^difiee  a  une  autre  Conference 
des  Nations  Unies,    *u  IA  regie  de  I'unanimlte  des  niembres 
permanents  ne  serait  pas  appli<uee.     II  avqit  red-lg?  une 
plus  ample  declaration  de  cette  position  mpis  le  present 
pp.ragraphe  avalt  6t6  accept^  p^r  le  8^u8~corait6.     II  propose 
I1  adoption  du  texte   sulvmit  a  1<\  place  de  cplul  qui  suit  le 
mot   "v-tant11:      "si  l!?n  offre   la  posslblllte  de  reviser  la 
Cherte  au  moyen  d'une  autre  Conference  des  N^tl^ns  Unles. 
Us   ^nt  exprime  I'espoir  qu<unp  telle   revlsl^n^de  la  Charte 
ne   serait  pas  souraise  a  la^rcgle^de  l^nnnlmlte  des  merabres 
permpnents  du  C->nsell  de  s£curltew» 


De  l!evls  du  D^lrcjue  de  IQ  C^l^mblc,la  suppression  du 
"Dlus"^  la  deuxlefie  llgne,  ne  d^nncrnlt  pn.6  sntlef  action 
au  point  de  vue  du  d6l6gu£.  II  rstlme  CUP  le  texte  actuel 
du  projet  de  rapport  est  pr^f^rable  »  1«  rr-vlsi^n  prop^see 
par  le  Rapporteur  r>prce  ru1!!  eot  exprlrao  en  termes  plus 
vague  s  et  plus  souples. 

Le  D^l^gue  de  lfAustrn.lle  surrpr-v  our  I'Vxprosslon 
"molns  defav^ro.blp"  ^ourrplt  ml.^ux  d^nn^r  satisfaction  ?u 
point  de  VUP  du  D^l^gur  du  Prr^u,  II  rappf  lie*  OUP  blcn  des 
del^gu^s  ont  estlmf  ^ue  le  v^to  sur  les  pr^o6dures  de  o^n- 
clll^tlon  serait  plus  to]/r<ible  si  I1  on  enl^vnlt  IP  veto 
des  proc£dur^s  constltutlonnelles.  II  fait  ^bservrr  aue  le 
questionnaire  s^urals  «ux  Gouvc-rnoments  Invltnnts,  *lnai  que 
leur  rfiponso  devrnlent  Strr  annexes  au  rapport.  II  estlme 
ou'nfin  de  donnr-r  unn  ld£e,  Juato  des  deliberations,  l^dt^- 
olnratl-^n  du  Delr'^u6  de  I'Austmlle  distribute  o  lo.  16eme 
seance  du  Qomlt^  III/l,  IP  9  Juln  1945  (D^c.  897,  Annexe), 
devrnit  nussl  y  ctre  nnnexoe.   II  pst  d'nvis  que  lo  rapport 
dcvrn.lt  repr^senter  un  exp^sl  de  folts;  le  point  de  vue  ^p- 
posfi  devrnit  done  ^ussi  y'etre  cxprlm£.  II  no  f«ilt  dr«llleurs 
cue  suggerer  I1  Insertion  de  la  declaration  ^ustr^llenne, 
fo.lre  de  cette  proposition  ll->bjet  d'une  proposition 


Le  D^logue  du  Chili  appule  1^  su^cesti^n  de  mettre  les 
mots  "d'une^m^nierc5  plus  fav^r*blrfl  p.  li  plncp  dcs 
"d!unc  mnnlere  moins'  dcffivornble",  ou  dcuxieme  p^ 
de  1°.  pege  3. 

Peel  si  on:  Le  Comlt^  npT)rouve  ^  I'un^nlmlt^  des  24 
votants  In  deuxl^mp  parpgrnphe^de  la 
l.ft  forme  ampnd6^  p^r  IP 


En  ex^rlm^nt  s^n  opposition  \  1*  suggpstion 
le  D6legup  de  l!Union  Soviotl^up  f^lt  nbs-rvor  auf«xr>r^s  unr 


longue  discussion  sur  ce  point,  11  avalt  ^t#  pntondu  oue  le 
sous-oomlte  ne  donnpralt  paa  Irs  declarations  partlouliferps 
des  d£l£gu£e.  Le  D^lep^i#  de  I'Australip  repond  qu!ll  avait 
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fait  des  reserves  sur  oe  point  &  la  seance  du  Soufl-oomit£. 

Le  delegu£  de  la  Belglque  propose  qu*on  annexe  la/ 
declaration  austfrallenne  ,au  rapr>ort  rarce  qu^elle  a  Joue  un 
role  Important  dans~le  debat  et  qu'elle  represente  une  crltiaue 
serieuee  de  la  declaration  dee  Gouvarnements  invitantc.  Cette 
proposition  eet  second^e  par  le  delegu6  du  Chill. 

Lee  dplrgu£s  du  Royaume-Unl  et  de  la  France  nont  d'ooccrd 
avec  le  delogrue  de  I'U.R^S.B.,  pour  estimer  que  la  declaration 
aufltrallenne  rip  dolt  pas  etre  annexee  au  rapport. 

Le  delegue  de  la  Colonibie  fnlt  remarquer  qua  le  Sous- 
coralte  avait  reoonnu  le  droit  du  delegue  australien  de 
Boulever  cette  question  devnnt  le  Comlte,  II  appuie  la 
notion  telge. 


Decision:  La  motion  AlLeaaEXfiC  la  declaration 
australienne  qu  ra^por^f  .ent  rf  isiMfi  P^P  ii 
voix  contre  12. 

Decision:  Le  Ooaite  aprrcuy^  a  ljunanimltl  de  34 
votants  lee  4  r>rer:iicrp  pnrngr^^hcF!  ^e  la  r>rxke  2. 


Lc  dfil^gue  dA  1'Inde  propone  d'ajouter  aprec  le  4eme 
paragrat>he  de  la  page  4  un  nouveau  paragranhe  alnsi  conQu: 
"On  doit  faire  reeeortlr  ou'nu  oours  du  dehat  L*e  repreeentanto 
des  Gouvernempnts  invitants  ont  indique  d'une  m-iniere  precise 
cju'ils  n'etai^nt  disposes  ni  a  acc^ter  1^  moindre  nodlfioatlon 
a  la  formule  de  Yalta,  nl  k  accepter  une  interpretation  plus 
libern.le  de  oelle-ci  que  celle  qup  c^ntient  leur  declnration 
conjolnte  du  7  Juin  1945,  et  que  toute  action  d^favorft'ole  du 
Comlte  sur^la  f^rnule  du  vote  oompromettralt  tout  le  traVw^il 
de  la  Confrrenof4.  C'est  QOUS  oette  condition  ^que  beaucoup 
de  delegations  ont  v^te  pour  lfi  formule  adoptee  h  Yalta  ou 
se  sont  abstenu^s  de  s'y  opT)ORpr.M  II  estlr.p  qu'il  fr?ut  une 
declaration  a  cet  effet  dans  le  rapport  puleque  les  ocmpte- 
rendus  resumes  du  Comite  ne  sont  pas  aoceeclbles  au  public. 
II  eat  d'avis  que  le  rapport  sous  sa  forme  actuelle  indult 
en  o^nfusl^n  et  ne  presente  pfts^un<*  Juste  description  du  debat 
eur  ce^pnint.  La  motion  du  delegue  de  lflnde  eet  appuyee  par 
le  delegul  de  la  Colonble. 

Decisions:  La  motion  indlenne  eat  re,1et£e  par  14 
yoix  oontre  13, 

PeclsJont  >Le  Corolt^  atpprouve  3  lfunanlmlte  d£  3S 
votants  leg  deux  derni  ers  y^aragraphe  s  de  la  p 
£  et  l£8i  4  premiers  pa^a^raphee  dg  la  page  "4  > 
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Le  d£l£gu£  de  Colomble  signals  I'omiscion  cl'une  phrace 
que  le  Sou«-comlt£  avalt  accepte  d'lntmdulre  dans  le  rap-oort, 
au  dernier  paragraphe  de  la  page^4.  II  e'aftit  du  paffe^ge 
eulvcnti  wqul  nrit  preeente  dee  declarations  ecrites  sur 
leur  attitude."  11  rappelle  effalemnnt  que  les  delegues  ^e 
Cuba  et  de  Colombia  ont  donnl  au  Secretaire  dee  declarations 
eorltes  expllquant  leur  vote.  Le  Secretaire  dit  qu'une 
correction"  eera  falte  dane  le  Compte-rendu  resume.  Le 
Rapporteur  accepte  que  la  phrase  sulvante  solt  ajoutee  au 
dernier  paragraphe  de  la  page  4:  "Leurs  delegues  respectifs 
ont  prespnte  des  declarations  ecrltes  expllquant  leur  at- 
titude." 

A  la  requete  du  delegue  de  Haiti,  le  Rapporteur  consent 
a  aj  outer  la  phrase  sulvante  k  la  fin  du  deuxleme  paragraphe 
de  la^page  5:  "Le  dplegue  de  Haiti  a  adrecs£  ulterleurement 
au  President  une  lettre  dlsant  qu1!!  lul  av'il'G  ete  Imposclble 
d'asslster  a  la  seance,  mais  qur  s1!!  put  ete  present  11  auralt 
vote  en  faveur  de  I'pmendera^nt.  !l  L?  Rypportfmr  demande 
1'autorisatlon  dx'ajouter  une  decl-irntlon  analogue  sur  sa 
propre  attitude  a  I'^gnvfl  de  I'am^ndemc'nt  ausfcrallen. 


Decision;     LS  £omit2  ar)t)rouve  a  j-'jan^nlmit^  de 
29  yolx  lee  hult  dernier  a  T^ara^raphfts  jde  In 
^' 


page  4  av^c  l^s^'amendemenfr  proposes  prr  les 
delegues  de  Colomble  £t  .d£  Haiti, 

Le  Rapporteur  propose  que  le  paragraphe  sulvant  solt 
ajoute  au  dernier  paragraphe  de  la  page  4s  "Le  delfigue  du 
Salvador  a  declarl  a  la  seance  sulvante  du  Comlte  III  /I, 
qu!ll  n'nvait  pu  etre  present  lorsqu'on  a^ot^  sur  I'amende- 
ment  austallen  mais  que  s!il  avait  ete  present  11  aurait 
vote  pour  cet  amendpment.  " 

Decision:   Le  Comlte  Pdopte  a_l^nanlmlte  par  24 
volx  I'amfindenirnt  t>ropos6  rar  le  R.fiL>porteur> 


Decision:  Le  Oproite  p.dopte  a  I'unanimlte  Par  ,27 
voiy.  la  premiere  parti  P  de  la  page  5  du  r  app  or  t  , 

Decision:  Le  Oomito  adopte  a  iVunanimite  le 
ranport  'du  Rapporteur, 

Le  President  fait  'ilora  I1  expose  sulvant! 
Messieurs  , 

Au  terme  de  nos  travaux  Je  ticne  a  vous  remercier 
de  votre  precleux  oonoours  et  de  la  bonne  grace  aveo  laquelle 
vous  avez'blen  voulu  ra'aeplster  dann  I'exercice  den  fonotionB 
dolioatec  qui  m'avaient  et6  oonflees  par  la  Conference. 
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Consoient  du  grand  honneur  qui  m1 aw.it  ete  fait,  et  qui 
par  dela  ma  pereonne  revenait  de  drolt  a  raon  pays,  J'ai  fait 
de  mon  mleux  pour  n'avoir  en  vue,  dans  l!exercice  de  pes 
fonctions,  que  lfint£ret  de  la  Conference  et  eon  succes, 
eetimant  que  ce  double  objectif  ee  oonfondait,  en  definitive, 
aveo  lee  int^rets  partlculiers  des  peuplee  que  nous  representons 
loi,  qui  ont  suivl"  aveo  une  grande  attention  et,  parfois,  non 
sans  angoisse  les  peripetias  de  notre  Conference. 

Si  po.rfole  J!ai  du  exercer  aveo  quelque  sev£rit6  les 
prerogatives  pr^sldentlelles  en  matlere  de  procedure,  Je 
sals  que  voue ^ne  mr^en  tlendrez  pas  rigueur,  oar  vouc  avez 
pu  voir  mon  deeir  evident  de  vous  laleeer  toute  latitude  dans 
les  limltes  de  mes  devoirs,  et  de  vous  etre  agreable  en 
oubllant  volontiere  toutes  les  fols  que  oela  etr.it  possible, 
les  dispositions  restrictives  de  notre  rrglement  inttrieur. 

Plus  que  tout  autre,  notre  Coroitl  a  oonnu  par  inter- 
mittence  des  heures  graves,  des  heures  de  crise.  Personne 
cependant  ne  e'est  meprie  sur  le  fait  que  la  orlse  ou  la 
menace  de  I'^cheo  avait  comme  point  de  ~der>art  une  crise 
latente  de  confiance,  tant  des  net  its  elvers  les  grands  cjue 
des  grands  envers  les  petits,  due  aux  mef lances  engendrees 
•oar  un  sentiment  de  nationallsme  exasper^  et  hypertrophie  par 
les  souffranoes,  les  injustices  et  les  pertes  oruelles  oausees 
par  cette  guerre. 

Le  fait  que  ces  difflcultes  ont  et£  8urnont6os  doit 
e'Sre  insorit  a^l'actif  de  cette  Conference  et,  en  partioulier, 
de  notre  Comlte,  dont  les  membres  ont  su  montrer  dans  des 
olroonstances  parfois  diff idles  qu'ils  etalent  resolus  a 
poursuivre  dans  la  palx  et  pour  eon  malntien  un  collabora- 
tion cimentee  en  teinps  de  guerre  par  IB  sang  et  le  sacrifice 
commune. 

Messieurs,  cee  mots  acquierent  une  signification 
intense  lorsqu'ile  sent  prononces  par  le  Premier  Del^gue 
d!un  pays  comme ^la  Qrece  qui,  d'une  part,  a  oonnu ^l^allegresse 
d1 avoir  repousse  I'agresseur  fasciste  et  oontribue  a  la 
victoire  commune^,  et  qui,  df autre  part,  a  non  molns  in- 
tens^ment  goute  a  I'amertume  d'une  occupation  cruelle  et 
Ipuisante. 

Nous  flommes  venue  loi  pour  mettre  la  guerre  hors  la  loi. 
Nous  avons  eu.  grands  ot  petits,  dee  divergences  de  vue  et 
des  dlffloultes  a  surmonter.  Ces  difficulties  nous  ont^ 
amends,  nous  repr£sentants  des  pays  petits  et  moyens,  a 
nous  repller  sur  nous-memes  et  a  comprendre  les  motifs  des 
grandes  puissances,  motifs  qui  etalent  fort  honorables  et 
respectables.  Eux-memes  nous  ont  ir>vit£  a  leur  faire 
c.on fiance,  et  nous  aurione  eu  mauvaise  grace  a  le  leur 
refuser. 
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Aujourd'hul  noue  terminons  noc,  travaur  tfanr,  ime  atmosphere 
de  mutuelle  oonflance  Pt  comprehension.  N'eusslons  nous  rlrn 
fait  d'autre,  noue  serions  en  drolt  de  nous  feliclter  de  ce 
reeultat.  Male  noue  avone  fait  mieux.  NOUB  avons  poce  les 
fondatlone  d'une  nouvelle  organisation  Internationale.  Noue 
eavone  qu'elle  n'est  pae  parfaite.  Elle  est,  conne  toute 
ocuvre  humaine,  perfectible  a  la  lumifrre  de  I1  experience  «t 
dev  la  pratique.  D'ailleurs,  I'enprit  dens  lequel  noue  Inter- 
preterbne  lee  textee  etablls  au  coure  de  ces^huit  semainec 
est  bien  plue  Important  que  lee  textee  eux-memec,  car,  ns 
noue  trorapone  pae,  c'est  oet  eeprlt  qul  pourra  falre  de  notre 
Charte  un  Instrument  de  palx  et  de  concorde,  en  rendant  pos- 
sible la  creation  d'une  Jurisprudence  a  la  fole  couple,  11- 
b^rale  et  sollde. 

Le  d£l6gue  dee  Etate-Unle  remerole  If1  president  et  au 
nom  do  tous  lee  membree  du  Comlte  le  r»rle  d'accuellllr  l!ex- 
preselon  des  memes  eentlmente.  II  nropone  que  le  Coraite 
fasee  connaltre  au  President  ea  profondr  gratitude  d1 avoir 
conduit  et  fait  aboutlr  aveo  tant  d«o  naltrlse  lee  trovaux  du 
Comite.  II  eet  hcureux  que  le  Crmlte  ait  pu  terminer  ea 
tflche  dans  un  esprit  dc  conciliation  et  de  compron.is.  A  son 
tour,  lo  d<£l£gue  de  1'Inde  exprime  eon^appreciation  au  Pr6- 
cldentf  au  Rapporteur  ainel  qu*au  Secretaire  et  a  son 
personnel. 

Le  delegue^de  I'Auetralle  rend  homma^e  au  President.  II 
assure  lee  rer>reeentants  d*^c  Qouvernoraents  invltants  que,  bien 
qufil  ee  solt  oppose  a  lf adoption  deR  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks^  eon  opposition  fait  malntenant  nartie  dec 
chosee  du  paeee.  L1  Australia  ne  manquer-t  pas  de  donner  r^n 
appui  au  texte  ador>te,  Le  'delepue  du  Royaume-Uni  rer^ercie 
le  delegue  auntralien  de  ca  declaration;  11  ect  certain  qu'en 
cxDrimant  CPE  remerclenientc,  11  parle  aussl  au  norn  des 
deleguee  dee  autreB  Oouvernemcnte  invitants.  II  est  percurde 
que  tous  eont  decldSfl  fc,  oonsacrer  toute  leur  ^nergie  et  toutes 
les  forces  de  leur  esprit  a  falre  de  I'OrgnnlSc'-tlon^une  In- 
stitution capable  de  fonctionner  avec  suooes.  Le  delegue 
de  la  France  renercle  le  delegue  de  I'Au^tralie  de  ea 
declaration  et  exprime  1'ospolr  que  I1 esprit  dont  11  a  fait 
preuve  animera  igalement  la  nouvelle  Organieatlon, 

Le  Pr^eldent  remercie  du  fond  du  coeur  ler,  menbres  du 
Comlte  pour  leure  parolee  elogleueee.  Provenant  des person- 
nail  t6s  qui  ont  rehdu  de  si  eminent e  cervices  a  la  reueclte 
de  cette  Conference  et  a  la  cause  des  Nations  Uniee,  cee 
eloges  aoqulerent  une  valeur  a  laquelle  11  reete  fort  sensible. 

II  remerole  aussl  slncefrementllos  membres  du  Comite 
d1 avoir  si  spontanenent  acoueilll  IP  proposition  de  leurs 
colleguee.  Pour  sa  part,  11  gardera  vivace  le  souvenir  de 
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camaraderie  oonflante  qul  e'est  developpee  entre  tous  au 
oours  de  cee  semalnes  hlstorlques,  et  qul  est  do  bon  augure 
pour  1'avenlr  dee  relations  Internationales. 

Enfln  11  salslt  oette  oooaelon  pour  remeroler  les 
Pr£r,idents  de  dlfferBnfcs'-  Sous-o^mltls,  le  Rapporteur,  le 
Secretariat  et  les  Interpretee  dee  efforts  Inlassables  et 
devours  dont  lls  ont  fait  preuve  au  oours  de  cette  Conf^renoe, 
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en  International  Organization  111/1/58 

June  "!•>  ,-^.945 
[Annext  Does. 1102, 655. 852] 

COMMISSION  III        Security  CouncU 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


REPORT  OP  THE  RAPPORTEUR  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l 

ON  ACTIVITIES  OP  COMMITTEE  III/l  (STRUCTURE 
AND  "PROCEDURES  OF  flffiTEffilW  ^ogRgiL)>  CONCERNING 


CHAPTER  VT  W  flS  DUMBARTON  OAKS  PROPOSALS. 


Rapporteur;  Hector  David  Castro  (El  Salvador) 
SECTION  A  OP  CHAPTER  VI 

Committee  III/l  has  been  under  the  able  direction  of  the 
Chairman,  His  Excellency  John  Sof ianopoulos . 

The  Rapporteur  has  found  his  work  extremely  easy  due  to 
the  valuable  cooperation  of  tho  distinguished  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  and  of  all  members  of  the  Secretariat. 

The  Committee  decided  that  in  case  the  Chairman  should 
find  it  necessary  to  be  absent  from  some  of  the  meetings , 
another  Delegate  from  Greece,  the  Honorable  Thanussis  Aghnldes, 
vould  act  as  Chairman  pro  temporo • 

The  first  three  sessions  vere  devoted  to  a  general  dis- 
cussion of  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro- 
posals, relative  to  "Composition  of  tho  Security  Council". 

Subcommittee  III/l/A  was  organized  for  a  twofold  purpose: 
First,  to  determine  which  parts  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  should  be  in  the  program  of 
work  of  Committee  III/l;  and  Second,  to  mako  a  classified  list 
of  the  amendments  to  Section  A,  B,  C,  and  D  proposed  by  the 
various  delegations. 

The  members  of  Subcommittee  III/l/A  wore  the  Delegates 
of  China,  El  Salvador,  France,  Netherlands,  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics,.  United  Kingdom  ar*d  United  States  of 
America.  The  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  was  elected  to  be 
Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee. 

As  the  result  of  its  work,  Subcommittee  III/l/A 
recommended: 
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a)  that  the  terms  of  reference  respecting  Com- 
mittee III/l  be  amended  to  include  the  whole 
of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI; 

b)  that  the  title  of  the  Terms  of  Reference 
respecting  Committee  III/l  be  changed  to 
read  "Structure,  Procedures  and  Principal 
Functions  and  Powers"; 

c)  that  steps  be  taken  tlirough  proper  channels 
to  refer  this  recommendation  to  the  Secretary 
General  and  the  President  of  the  Conference 
for  necessary  action. 

A  classified  list  of  amendments  proposed  by  the  various 
delegation  to  Sections  A,  B,  C,  and  D  of  Chapter  VI  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  vas  prepared  by  the  Secretariat  and 
submitted  to  Committee  III/l. 

The  report  presented  to  Committee  III/l  by  the  Subcom- 
mittee III/l/A  was  approved  in  the  third  meeting  of  tho 
Committee. 

The  amendments  proposed  to  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  referred  to  the  various  sentences 
of  Section  A  and  included  the  following  questions: 

a)  Total  number  of  members  of  the  Security  Council; 

b)  Whether  or  not  the  Security  Council  should  have 
permanent  members,  or  semi-permanent  members  and, 
if  so,  what  should  be  the  criterion  for  their 
selection; 

Total  number  of  permanent  members  of  the  Council; 
Additional  permanent  seats  for  certain  nations; 
Deletion  of  tho  words  "in  due  course",  concern- 
ing Prance  as  a  permanent  member; 
Increase  of  the  number  of  non-permanent  members; 
Basis  or  criteria  upon  which  the  selection  of 
non-permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council 
should  be  made.  Several  solutions  were  proposod, 
Including  full  equality  for  all  member  nations, 
geographical  distribution,  rotation,  contribution 
of  the  members  of  tho  Organization  towards  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security 
and  towards  the  othor  purposes  of  tho  Organiza- 
tion, guaranties  concerning  the  active  defense  of 
International  order  and  means  to  participate 
substantially  in  it,  combinations  of  elements 
including  population,  industrial  and  economic 
capacity,  future  contributions  in  armed  forces 
and  assistance  pledged  by  each  member  state, 
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contributions  rendered  in  the  second  World  War 
and  so  on;  also  special  assignment  of  non- 
permanent  seats  to  certain  groups  of  nations. 

h)  Conditions  governing  the  eligibility  of  non- 
pormanent  members  of  the  Security  Council  and 
duration  of  their  terms; 

l)  Final  determination  by  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  length  of  the  terms  for  non-permanent  mem- 
bers; 

j)  "Appointment",  instead  of  "election"  of  non- 
permanent  members; 

k)  Rcappointment"  instead  of  "Reelection". 

Of  all  the  modifications  proposed  to  Section  A  of  Chap- 
ter VI  of  the  1/umbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  only  two  were  adopted, 
namely:  First,  pursuant  to  the  proposal  of  the  Canadian  Dele- 
gation, to  delete  the  words  "in  due  course"  in  the  second  sen- 
fa  ,n<?c  of  the  Section;  and  Second,  pursuant  to  the  proposal  of 
th:  Four  Sponsoring  Powers,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  the  third 
sentence  of  the  same  Section  A,  the  following  text,  preceded 
by  a  "comma":   "due  regard  being  specially  paid  In  the  first 
Instance  to  the  contribution  of  members  of  the  Organization 
towards  the  maintenance  of  International  peace  and  security 
and  towards  the  other  purposes  of  the  Organization,  and  also 
to  equitable  geographical  distribution". 

The  text  of  Section  A,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals,  was  approved  by  Committee  III/l  with  the  two  modi- 
fications that  have  just  boon  mentioned;  and,  therefore,  the 
text  adopted  by  the  Committee  is  the  following: 

CHAPTER  VI 
The  Security  Council 

"SECTION  A.   COMPOSITION.  The  Security  Council 
should  consist  of  one  representative  of  each  of 
eleven  members  of  the  Organization.  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  the 
Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  the  Republics 
of  China  and  Francu,  should  have  permanent  seats. 
The  General  Assembly  should  elect  six  states  to 
fill  the  non-permo;  tont  seats,  duo  regard  being 
specially  paid  in  ihs  i'li-st  Instance  to  the  con- 
tribution of  members  of  the  Organization  towards 
the  maintenance  of  international  peace  and  securi- 
ty and  towards  the  other  purposes  of  the  Organiza- 
tion, and  also  to  equitable  geographical  distri- 
bution. These  six  states  should  bo  elected  for  a 
term  of  two  years,  throe  retiring  oach  year.  They 
should  not  be  immediately  eligible?  for  reelection. 
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In  the  first  election  of  the  non-permanent  mem- 
bers throe  should  be  chosen  by  the  General  As- 
sembly f|for  one-year  terms  and  three  for  two-year 
terms • 

SECTION  B  OP  PHAPTER  vi 

His  Excellency  John  Soflonopoulos,  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tee III/lj  announced  that  the  Coordination  Committee  of  the 
Conference  had  approved  the  proposition  made  by  Committee .111/1 
recommending  that  all  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dum- 
barton Oaks  Proposals  should  b3  referred  to  this  Committee. 
This  was  done  at  the  thirteenth  meeting  of  Committee  III/l, 
and  a  general  discussion  of  Section  B  followed.  After  the  end 
of  this  discussion,  every  one  of  the  proposed  amendments  to 
the  different  paragraphs  of  Section  B  was  introduced  by  the 
respective  delegates  and  the  discussion  was  resumed  in  regard 
to  each  proposed  amendment. 

The  title  of  Section  B  of  Chapter  VI  of  thu  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals  Is  "Principal  Functions  and  Powers".  A  single 
amenclmcnt  was  proposed  to  this  tltlo  consisting  of  the  sup- 
pression of  the  word  "Principal".  The  proposed  amendment  was 
referred  to  tb-^  Coordination  Committee  as  a  matter  of  drafting. 

Paragraph  ]  of  Section  B  reads  as  follows: 

"l.  In  order  to  insure  prompt  and  effective  action 
by  the  Organization,  members  of  the  Organization  should 
by  the  Charter  confer  on  the  Security  Council  primary 
responaib\lity  for  the  maintenance  of  international 
peace  ana  uecurlty  and  should  agree  that  in  carrying 
out  thess  duties  under  this  responsibility  It  should 
act  on  thuir  bohalf ." 

Numerous  amendments  were  proposed  to  this  paragraph. 
All  of  them  referred  to  tho  powers  of  the  Security  Council 
as  compared  with,  and  In  relation  to,  the  powers  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly.  The  need  of  determining  with  greater  preci- 
sion the  functions  and  powers  of  tho  Security  Council  was 
stressed  in  many  proposed  amendments.  Sorrie  other  proposi- 
tions may  be  briefly  stated  as  follows: 

(a)  That  the  Security  Council  should  report  on  its 
activities  to  the  General  Assembly; 

(b)  That  the  General  Assembly ^should  have  power  to 
supervise  the  activities  of  the  Security  Council 
and  to  approve  them  and  make  recommendations 
tending  to  the  observance  of  its  duties; 
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(c)  That  the  powers  of  the  Security  Council  should  be 
reduced; 

(d)  That  the  Security  Council  should  not  establish  or 
modify  principles  or  rules  of  law; 

(e)  That  the  primary  responsibility  of  the  Security 
Council  for  the  maintenance  of  International 
peace  and  security  should  be  conferred  upon  it  in 
the  Charter  with  certain  limitations  and  for  a 
term  of  eight  years;  and 

(f )  That  while  the  General  Assembly  should  be  the 
highest  authority  of  the  Association,  the  Security 
Council  should  not  be  a  more  executive  organ  of 
same,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  when  the  General 
Assembly  is  not  in  session,  the  Security  Council 
should  have  equal  competence  in  matters  concerning 
collective  peace  and  security. 

Of  all  the  amendments  proposed,  only  one  was  adopted  by 
Committee  III/l.  It  was  introduced  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Canada  and  consists  of  an  addition  to  paragraph  1,  Sec- 
tion B,  Chapter  VI,  with  the  following  text: 

"The  Security  Council  shall  submit  annual  and  when 
necessary,  special  reports  to  the  General  Assembly  for 
its  consideration." 

With  this  addition,  the  original  text  of  paragraph  1, 
Section  B,  was  finally  adopted  by  Committee  III/l. 

Paragraph  2  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  reads  as  follows: 

"2.  In  discharging  those  duties  the  Security 
Council  should  act  In  accordance  with  the  purposes  and 
principles  of  the  Organization." 

Two  amendments  were  proposed  to  paragraph  2.  One  of 
them  vas  made  to  the  effect  that  the  Security  Council  should 
refrain  from  making  decisions  that  might  affect  the  terri- 
torial integrity  and  political  independence  of  state  members 
of  the  Organization.  Controversies  on  matters  of  this  nature 
should  bo  referred  to  the  General  Assembly,  either  by  the 
Initiative  of  the  Security  Council  or  at  the  request  of  any 
party  to  the  dispute.  The  second  proposed  amendment  was  made 
for  the  purpose  of  requiring  that  the  Security  Council  should 
act  not  only  in  accordance  with  the  purposes  and  principles 
of  the  Organization,  but  also  in  accordance  with  the  Charter 
and  that  no  solution  of  a  controversy  should  be  Imposed  upon 
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a  state  of  such  a  nature  as  to  impair  its  confidence  in  its 
future  security  and  welfare.  The  first  proposed  amendment 
was  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegate  who  regarded  it  as 
a  proposition  in  the  nature  *of  an  observation;  and  the  second 
amendment  was  not  accepted  by  Committee  III/l,  as  a  result 
of  the  vote.  Therefore,  paragraph  2,  Section  B,  remained 
unchanged.  The  original  text  was  approved. 

Paragraph  3,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  is  as  follows: 

"3.  The  specific  powers  conferred  on  the  Security 
Council  in  order  to  carry  out  these  duties  are  laid 
down  in  Chapter  VIII." 

No  amendments  had  been  proposed  to  this  paragraph;  and 
Committee  III/l  approved  the  original  text  without  change. 

Paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton 
Oaks  Proposals,  is  the  following: 

"4.  All  members  of  the  Organization  should  obligate 
themselves  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the  Security  Coun- 
cil and  to  carry  thorn  out  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Charter." 

Several  amendments  to  paragraph  4  were  presented  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee  by  tho  respective  delegates. 
Ono  of  them  would  give  to  the  General  Assembly  the  power  to 
revise  .tho  decisions  of  the  Council;  another  amendment  would 
establish  a  right  of  appeal  for  the  members  of  the  Organiza- 
tion in  the  case  of  questions  not  calling  for  immediate  ac- 
tion; and  a  third  amendment  would  limit  the  obligation  of  the 
state  members  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council 
to  only  such  decisions  as  may  be  taken  under  Chapter  VIII  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals. 

Nono  of  the  amendments  proposed  was  adopted  by  Committeo 
III/l.  Several  questions  of  drafting  were  accepted  only  for 
submission  to  tho  Coordination  Committee  of  tho  Conference. 
After  a  vote  was  taken,  paragraph  4  of  Section  B,  Chapter  VI, 
of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  was  adopted  by  Committee  III/l 
in  its  original  form. 

Paragraph  5  of  the  some  Section  B  of  Chapter  VI  has  the 
following  text: 

"5.  In  order  to  promote  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security  with 
the  least  diversion  of  the  world's  human  and  economic 
resources  for  armaments,  the  Security  Council,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee  referred  to 

4943  -6- 


681 

In  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraph  9»  should  have 
the  responsibility  for  formulating  plans  for  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  system  of  regulation  of  armaments  for 
submission  to  the  members  of  the  Organization.11 

A  proposition  to  amend  the  text  of  paragraph  5  to  the 
effect  that  the  production  of  armaments  should  be  reserved 
exclusively  to  governments  had  been  presented;  but  It  was 
not  adopted  by  the  Committee.  After  a  vote  vas  taken,  the 
original  text  of  paragraph  5*  Section  B,  Chapter  VI,  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  was  approved  by  Committee  III/l 
without  any  change. 

The  addition  of  several  paragraphs  to  Section  B  of 
Chapter  VI  had  been  proposed.  Some  of  these  amendments 
were  withdrawn  by  tho  respective  delegates.  As  a  conse- 
quence, only  two  amendments  were  discussed  by  the  Committee. 
The  first  one  was  Intended  to  give  to  the  Security  Council 
the  power  to  enforce  the  execution  of  final  decisions  of  the 
Permanent  Court  of  International  Justice  or  of  any  other 
tribunal  whose  jurisdiction  In  the  matter  has  been  recognized 
by  the  states  who  are  parties  to  the  dlsputo.  The  second 
amendment  referred  to  the  participation  of  the  Security 
Council  In  the  process  of  election  of  judges  for  the  Permanent 
Court  of  International  Justice,  which  should  bo  done  In  accord- 
ance with  the  Statute  of  the  Court.  The  first  amendment  was 
not  adopted  by  Committee  III/l  after  a  vote  was  taken.  The 
second  amendment,  which  was  proposed  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Norway,  was  unanimously  adopted  and  is  as  follows: 

"6.  The  Security  Council  shall  participate  in  the 
election  of  the  judges  of  the  International  Court  of 
Justice  In  accordance  with  the  Statute  of  the  Court." 

In  this  manner,  the  consideration  of  Section  B,  Chap- 
ter VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  came  practically  to 
*n  end  in  Committee  III/l  at  the  fourteenth  meeting  of  the 
Committee.  There  were,  however,  three  amendments,  the  con- 
sideration of  which  had  been  postponed  by  the  Committee  until 
Committee  I 1/2  had  completed  its  work  on  proposed  amendments 
to  Chapter  V,  Section  B.  The  first  amendment  referred  to 
paragraph  1,  Section  B*  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  and  was  intended  to  limit  to  a  term  of  eight  years 
tho  primary  responsibility  of  the  Security  Council  for  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security.  The  other 
two  amendments  concerning  paragraph  4  of  Section  B,  were 
Intended  to  give  to  the  General  Assembly  the  power  to  review 
the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council  and  also  to  recognize 
a  right  of  appeal  to  the  members  of  the  Organization  before 
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the  General  Assembly  in  the  oase  of  questions  that  do  not 
call  for  Immediate  action.  At  the  twenty- first  me^-.r-g  of 
Committee  III/l,  held  on  June  13*  1945*  the  first  proposed 
amendment  vas  submitted  to  a  vote  and  was  lost.  The  other 
two  amendments  were  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegates. 

The  text  of  Section  B,  as  approved  by  the  Commit toe, 
including  the  Canadian  amendment,  reads  as  follows: 

"Section  B.  Principal  Functions  and  Powers. 

1.  In  order  to  insure  prompt  and  effective 
action  by  the  Organization,  members  of  the  Organi- 
zation should  by  the  Charter  confer  on  the  Security 
Council  primary  responsibility  for  the  maintenance 
of  international  peace  and  security  and  should 
agree  that  in  carrying  out  these  duties  under  this 
responsibility  it  should  act  on  their  behalf.  The 
Security  Council  shall  submvfc  annual,  arid  vhen 
necessary,  special  reports  to  "the^eneral  Assembly 
Tor  l'i"i  consideration. 

2.  In  discharging  theoe  duties  the  Security 
Council  should  act  in  accordance  with  the  purposes 
and  principles  of  the  Organization. 

3»  The  specific  powers  conferred  on  the 
Security  Council  in  orrier1  r,o  oari-y  out  these 
duties  are  laid  dovn  In  Chapitr  VIII 

4.  All  members  of  the  Organization  should 
obligate  themselves  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the 
Security  Council  and  to  carry  them  out  in  accord- 
ance with  tho  provisions  of  the  Charter. 

5.  In  order  to  promote  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  international  peaco  and  security  with 
the  least  diversion  of  the  world's  human  and  economic 
resources  for  armaments ,  the  Security  Council,  with 
tho  assistance  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee  re- 
ferred to  In  Chapter  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraph  9, 
would  have  the  responsibility  for  formulating  plans 
for  the  establishment  of  a  system  of  regulation  of 
armaments  for  submission  to  the  members  of  the 
Organization t 

6.  The  Security  Council  shall  participate 

in  the  election  of  the  Judges  of  the  International 
Court  of  Justice  in  accordance  vi'ch  tho  Statute  of 
tho  Court. 
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SECTION  £  OP  CHAPTER  VI 

A  general  discussion  of 'Section  C,  Chapter  VI  of 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as  completed  at  the  Crimea 
Conference,  began  at  the  Ninth  Meeting  of  Committee  III/l 
and  continued  through  the  next  two  meetings  of  the  Com- 
mittee . 

The  text  of  Section  0  is  as  follows: 
Section  (J.  Voting 

1.  Each  member  of  the  Security  Counc.il  should 
have  one  vote. 

2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  pro- 
cedural matters  should  be  mado  by  an  affirmative 
vote  of  seven  members . 

3-  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all 
other  matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote 
of  seven  members  including  the  concurring  votes  of 
the  permanent  members;  provided  that,  in  decisions 
under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A,  and  under  the  sec- 
ond sentence  of  paragraph  1  of  Chapter  VIII,  Section  C, 
a  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain  from  voting. 

The  proposed  amendments  refer  to  paragraphs  2  and  3 
of  Section  C.  The  interest  shown  by  all  Delegations  in 
Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  as 
completed  at  the  Crimea  Conference,  has  prompted  me  to 
annex  to  this  Report  the  complete  texts  of  the  amendments 
to  that  Section  put  forward  by  the  following  Delegations: 
Australia,  Brazil,  Canada,  Cuba,  Ecuador,  Egypt,  El  Salvador, 
Ethiopia,  Prance,  Greece,  Guatemala,  Iran,  the  Netherlands, 
Norway,  the  Philippine  Commonwealth,  Uruguay,  and  Venezuela. 

Prance  had  presented  an  amendment  but,  since  it  indi- 
cated in  the  memorandum  which  accompanied  its  amendments 
that,  during  the  period  which  would  follow  the  war,  the 
maintenance  of  peace  would  depend  above  all  upon  the  agree- 
ment of  the  Great  Powers  and  that  therefore  it  would 
refrain  from  proposing  anything  that  might  eventually 
jeopardize  such  agreement,  Prance,  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  adhered  to  the  text  of  Yalta* 

Arguments  were  advanced  by  many  delegates  in  the  Com- 
mittee against  the  proposed  text,  and  particularly  against 
that  part  which  would  bring  the  procedure  of  pacific  set- 
tlement (Chapter  VIII,  Section  A)  within  the  operation  of 
the  unanimity  requirement  of  the  permanent  members  of  the 
Security  Council. 
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At  the  ninth  meeting  of  Committee  III/l  the  Honorable 
Delegate  of  New  Zealand  raised  the  question  as  to  the 
"veto  power"  of  the  permanent  members  of  the  Security 
Council  with  respect  to  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A.  He 
expressed  the  hope  that  the  representatives  of  the  Spon- 
soring Governments  might  be  willing  to  give  a  full  explana- 
tion concerning  this  matter*  The  ensuing  debate  on  this 
point  was  inconclusive  and*  therefore,  the  Committee 
agreed  to  appoint  a  Subcommittee  (III/1/B),  including  Dele- 
gates of  Australia,  Cuba,  Egypt,  Greece,  Netherlands,  the 
Rapporteur,  and  the  Delegates  of  the  Sponsoring  Governments 
and  France,  in  order  to  clarify  the  doubts  that  had  arisen 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion. 

At  the  first  meeting  of  the  Subcommittee  it  was 
decided  that  questions  concerning  Section  C,  Chapter  VI, 
which  members  of  the  Subcommittee  other  than  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Sponsoring  Governments  might  be  prepared  to 
submit,  should  be  presented  to  the  Secretariat,  which  would 
endeavor  to  sort  them,  to  eliminate  duplicates  and  to 
present  a  complete  document  embodying  such  questions.  In 
this  manner,  a  questionnaire  was  prepared  and  presented  on 
May  22,  19^5*  to  the  representatives  of  the  Sponsoring 
Governments,  on  the  Subcommittee.  The  answer  'to  that 
questionnaire  was  received  by  the  Subcommittee  on  June  7> 
19^-5 ,  in  the  form  of  a  joint  and  unanimous  statement  by  the 
Delegations  of  the  Sponsoring  Governments  to  which  the 
acquiescence  of  France  had  been  secured. 

The  texts  of  both  the  questionnaire  and  the  statement 
are  attached  to  this  report  (Docs.  855  and  852). 

Afte*  receiving  the  documents  which  I  have  just  men- 
tioned, the  discussion  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  was 
resumed  in  Committee  HI/1  at  Its  sixteenth  meeting  with 
particular  regard  to  the  questions  presented  to  the  spon- 
soring powers  and  to  the  statement  prepared  by  them  In 
answer  to  such  questions.  Very  important  addresses  were 
delivered  in  favor  of  and  against  the  so-called  "veto  power". 

For  summaries  of  the  addresses  by  the  various  delega- 
tions on  this  subject  reference  is  made  to  Summary  Reports 
of  Committee  III/l  for  the  16th,  l?th,  l8th,  19th  and  20th 
meetings  (Docs.  897 >  922,  936,  956  and  96? )•  A  written 
comment  on  the  statement  of  the  four  Sponsoring  Powers  was 
also  presented  by  the  Australian  Delegate  and  at  his  request 
was  annexed  to  the  minutes  of  the  sixteenth  meeting  of  Com- 
mittee III/l  (see  Doc.  897). 

In  the  course  of  the  debate  a  number  of  Delegations 
Indicated  that  they  would  be  more  'favorably  Inclined  to  the 
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acceptance  of  the  proposed  provisions  for  voting  if  the 
revision  of  the  Charter  by  another  Conference  of  the 
United  Nations  is  made  possible.  They  expressed  the  hope 
that  such  a  revision  of  the  Charter  vill  not  be  subject  to 
the  rule  of  unanimity  of  the  permanent  members  of  the 
Security  Council. 

In  addition,  there  was  some  discussion  of  the  effect 
of  abstention  from  voting  by  members  of  the  Council,  and 
particularly  of  abstention  from  voting  by  permanent  members, 
as  required  by  paragraph  3*  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  upon  the 
Council's  ability  to  carry  out  its  functions  of  pacific 
settlement  under  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII.  This  discussion, 
including  the  remarks  made  by  the  U.  3.  Delegate,  is  sum- 
marized in  the  minutes  of  the  20th  meeting  (Doc.  96? )• 

The  Australian  amendment,  which  was  Intended  to  exclude 
from  the  exercise  of  the  "veto  poww"  any  decisions  of  tho 
Security  Council  concerning  pacific  settlement,  was  finally 
submitted  to  the  vote  of  Committee  III/l.  Owlnc  to  the 
fact  that  some* of  the  provisions  contained  In  the  original 
Australian  amendment  had  been  taken  care  of  in  another  Com- 
mittee, the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Australia  reworded  his 
amendment  as  follows: 

"Add  the  following  at  the  end  of  Chapter  VI,  Sec- 
tion C,  paragraph  2: 

"Decisions  made  by  the  Security  Council  In 
the  exercise  of  any  of  its  duties,  functions 
and  powers  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  decisions  on  pro- 
cedural matters." 

I  make  a  special  reference  to  the  result  of  the  vote 
on  the  Australian  amendment  because  it  was  considered  as  a 
test  case  for  the  other  amendments  proposed  in  regard  to 
Section  C,  Chapter  VI.  The  other  amendments.,  in  fact,  con- 
stituted a  greater  departure  from  tho  original  text  of 
Section  C  than  was  implied  in  the  Australian  amendment.  The 
consensus  of  Committee  III/l  was  made  perfectly  clear  in 
this  respect;  and  for  this  reason,  the  other  amendments 
were  not  submitted  to  a  vote,  although  only  a  few  of  them 
were  specifically  withdrawn  by  the  respective  delegates. 

The  Australian  amendment  was  lost  by  the  following 
vote  taken  at  the  19th  meeting  on  June  12,  19^5:  10  affirma- 
tive, 20  negative,  and  15  abstentions. 

The  affirmative  votes  were  those  of:  Australia,  Brazil, 
Chile,  Colombia,  Cuba,  Iran,  Mexico,  Netherlands, 
New  Eoaland,  Panama. 
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The.  negative  votes  were  those  of:  Byelorussia  S.S.R., 
China,  Costa  Rica,  Czechoslovakia,  Denmark,  Dominican 
Republic,  Franco,  Honduras,  Lebanon,  Liberia,  Nicaragua, 
Norway,  Philippine  Commonwealth,  Ukrainian  S.S.R.,  Union 
of  South  Africa,  U.S.S.R.,  United  Kingdom,  U.S.A.,  Uruguay, 
Yugoslavia. 

The  abstentions  were  thoso  of:  Argentina,  Belgium, 
Bolivia,  Canada,  Ethiopia,  Greece,  Guatemala,  India,  Iraq, 
Luxembourg,  Peru,  Saudi  Arabia,  Syria,  Turkey,  Venezuela. 

The  Delegate  of  El  Salvador  stated  at  the  next  meet- 
ing of  Committee  III/l  that  he  regretted  that  he  was  unable 
to  be  present  when  the  vote  on  the  Australian  Amendment 
was  taken  and  that,  if  he  had  been  present,  he  would  Ijave 
voted  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

The  original  text  of  Sect5on  C  was  then  put  to  a  vote 
at  the  20th  meeting  on  June  13 ,  D945.  This  was  done  by  a 
show  of  hands  concernjng  paragraphs  1  aAd  2.  The  vote  on 
paragraph  3  was  taken  by  roll-call  duo  to  a  motion  presented 
bv  the  Honorable  Delegate  of  Belgium. 

Paragraph  1  of  Section  C  was  adopted  unanimously  by  an 
affirmative  vote  of  33- 

Paragraph  2  of  Section  C  was  adopted  by  30  affirmative 
votes  to  1  negative  vote. 

Paragraph  3  of  Section  C  was  adopted  by  a  roll-call 
vote  which  was  registered  as  follows:   30  affirmative  and  2 
negative  votes,  15  abstentions  and  3  absences. 

The  affirmative  votes  were  those  of  Brazil,  Byelorussia, 
Canada,  China,  Costa  Rica,  Czechoslovakia,  Denmark,  Dominican 
Republic,  Ethiopia,  Prance,  Greece >  Honduras,  India,  Iraq, 
Lebanon,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Nicaragua,  Norway,  Philippine 
Commonwealth,  Syria,  Turkey,  Ukrainian  S.S.R.,  Union  of 
South  Africa,  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  United 
Kingdom,  United  States  of  America,  Uruguay,  Venezuela,  and 
Yugoslavia. 

The  negative  votes  were  those  of  Colombia  and  Cuba. 
The  respective  Delegates  presented  written  statements  explain 
ing  their  attitude. 

The  abstentions  were  those  of  Argentina,  Australia, 
Belgium,  Bolivia,  Chile,  Egypt,  El  Salvador,  Guatemala,  Iran, 
Mexico,  Netherlands,  New  Zealand,  Panama,  Paraguay,  and  Peru. 

The  absent  representatives  were  those  of  Ecuador,  Haiti, 
and  Saudi  Arabia.  The  Delegate  of  Haiti  subsequently  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  Chairman  stating  that  he  had  boen  unavoid- 
ably absent,  but  if  prosent  would  have  voted  favorably. 
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SECTION  D  0£  CHAPTER  VI  68? 

Committee  III/l  began  the  study  and  discussion  of 
Section  D,  Chapter  VI  of  tho  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  on 
May  22,  19^5*  at  the  Twelfth  Mooting  of  the  Committee. 

Tho  first  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  roads 
as  follows: 

"Suction  D.  Procedure 

1.  The  Security  Council  should  be  so  organized 
as  to  be  able  to  function  continuously  and  each  state 
member  of  the  Security  Council  should  be  permanently 
represented  at  the  headquarters  of  the  Organization.    , 
It  may  ho3d  meetings  at  such  obher  places  as  in  its  judg- 
ment may  best  facilitate  its  work.  There  should  be 
periodic  meetings  at  which  each  state  member  of  the  Secu- 
rity Council  conld  if  It  so  desired  by  represented  by 

a  member  of  the  government  or  some  other  special  repre- 
sentative. 1f 

Only  one  amendment  had  been  proposed  to  this  paragraph 
to  the  effect  that  the  Security  Council  should  meet  every 
three  months.  The  comment  was  also  made  that  the  text  of 
paragraph  1  of  Section  B,  as  already  quoted,  gave  rise  to 
doubts  concerning  the  continuity  of  the  meetings  of  the  Secu- 
rity Council  or  their  periodicity. 

After  a  short  debate  concerning  these  questions,  the 
original  text  of  the  paragraph  was  adopted  without  change. 
A  question  of  drafting  proposed  by  the  Honorable  Delegate 
of  Norway  in  regard  to  the  second  sentence  of  the  same  par- 
graph  1  was  referred  to  the  Drafting  Committee. 

The  second  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  has  the  following  text: 

2.  The  Security  Council  dhould  be  empowered  to 
set  up  such  bodies  or  agencies  as  It  may  deem  necessary 
for  the  perf ortnance  of  its  functions  Including  regional 
subcommittees  of  the  Military  Staff  Comniitce* 

A  single  amendment  to  this  paragraph  had  been  proposed 
by  the  four  sponsoring  powers  in  order  to  delote  the  last  part 
of  the  paragraph  consisting  of  the  following  words:  "including 
regional  subcommittees  of  the  Military  Staff  Committee".  The 
amendment  was  adopted. 
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The  third  paragraph  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  has  the 
following  te;;t: 

"3«  The  Security  Council  should  adopt  its  own  rules 
of  procedure*  Including  the  method  of  Delecting  its 
President." 

No  amendment  affecting  this  paragraph  had  beon  presented; 
and  when  a  vote  was  taken,  the  paragraph  was  adopted  without 
change  by  the  Committee. 

The  text  of  paragraph  4  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI,  is  as 
follows: 

"4.  Any  member  of  the  Organization  should  partici- 
pate in  the  discussion  of  any  question  brought  before 
•  the  Security  Council  whenever  the  Security  Council  con- 
siders that  the  interests  of  that  member  of  the  Organiza- 
tion are  specially  affected." 

The  text  of  the  following  paragraph,  namely  paragraph  5* 
Section  D,  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  is  the 
following: 

f!S.  Any  member  or  the  Organization  not  having  a 
seat  on  the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member 
of  the  Organization,  if  it  Is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under 
consideration  by  the  Security  Council,  should  be  invited 
to  participate  in  tho  discussion  relating  to  the  dispute." 

I  have  quoted  in  immediate  succession  paragraphs  4  and 
5  because  both  refer  to  those  cases  In  which  in  the  discus- 
sions of  the  Security  Council  a  temporary  participation  of 
non-members  of  the  Council  is  permitted. 

The  amendments  presented  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee  concerning  paragraphs  4  and  b  of  Section  D  in- 
cluded the  following  propositions: 

a)  Recognition  to  the  parties  to  a  controversy  of  an 
equal  status  to  that  which  corresponds  to  the  Titular 
members  of  the  Security  Council; 

b)  Invitation  to  any  member  of  the  United  Nations 
not  represented  on  the  Security  Council  to  send  a 
representative  to  sit  as  a  member  of  tho  Council 
during  the  consideration  of  matters  affecting  its 
interests; 


4943  -14- 


689 

c)  To  add  to  paragraph  5  the  following  sentence: 

"in  the  case  of  a  non-inoinber,  the  Security  Council 
should  lay  down  such  conditions  as  it  may  deem  just 
for  the  participation  of  such  a  non-member"; 

d)  Invitation  to  any  state,  whether  or  not  a  member 
of  the  United  Nations,  to  send  a  representative  to 
sit  as  a  member  of  the  Security  Council  during  the 
consideration  of  an,y  dispute  affecting  that  state; 

e)  To  extend  a  similar  invitation  to  any  state,  even 
though  it  is  not  a  party  to  the  dispute*  whenever 

the  decisions  tha*:  might  be  token  thereon  would  affect 
it; 

f)  To  place  all  [Dartiea  to  a  dispute  on  the  same  basis; 

g)  That  it  should  be  sufficient,  in  order  to  establish 
that  a  momber  of  the  Organization  has  to  be  afforded 
the  opportunity  to  oake  port  in  the  discussions  of  the 
Security  Council  on  questions  affecting  specia!3y  the 
interests  of  such  a  member,  to  have  the  concurring 
opinions  of  two  members  of  the  Council  and  of  the 
interested  member  of  the  Organization; 

h)  That  the  same  should  be  provided  for  cases  con- 
templated in  paragraph  5  of  Section  D,  Chapter  VI; 

l)  That  a  special  minority  of  members  should  be  suf- 
ficient to  enable  a  stato  interested  in  a  question 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion  of  same  in  the  Security 
Council,  without  having  the  right  to  vote;  and 

j)  That  a  state  not  represented  in  the  Security  Council 
and  a  party  to  a  controversy  should  be  entitled  to  par- 
ticipate, without  any  right  to  vote,  in  the  discussions 
of  the  Council  relating  thereto. 

k)  That  parties  to  a  dispute,  whether  members  of  the 
Security  Council  or  not,  should  have  in  the  Council 
the  same  position  in  regard  to  discussion  and  voting. 

The  addition  to  the  text  of  paragraph  5*  which  I  have 
mentioned  undor  letter  "c",  was  proposed  by  the  four  sponsoring 
powers  and  Committee  III/l  adopted  it  and  incorporated  some  to 
that  paragraph,  as  a  basis  for  discussion.  Later  on  this  ad- 
dition was  finally  adopted  by  the  Committee;  and,  as  a  result, 
paragraph  5*  Section  D,  as  approved  by  the  Committee,  has  the 
following  text: 
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"5.  Any  member  of  the  Organization  not  having  a 
seat  on  the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member 
of  the  Organization,  If  It  Is  a  party  to  a  dispute 
under  consideration  by  the  Security  Council,  should  bo 
Invited  to  participate  In  the  discussion  relating  to 
the  dispute.  In  the  case  of  a  non-member,  the  Security 
Council  shpuld'Tfey  down  sucE  conditions  as  It  nay  deem 
just  for""the  participation  of  such  a  non-memEcr . 

Some  of  the  other  amendments  to  both  paragraphs  4  and 
5  of  Section  D  were  referred  for  study  and  consideration  t;o 
Subcommittee  III/l/B.  A  nuxnbor  of  these  amendnents  was  with- 
drawn. Only  one  amendment,  submitted  by  Canada,  the  sub- 
stance of  which  is  given  in  sub-paragraph  "k",  came  to  a 
vote  in  Committee  III/l  and  was  lost  by  a  vote  of  19  to  10. 
This  amendment  included  also  the  ideas  put  forward  by  the 
Honorable  Delegates  of  Netherlands  and  Liberia.  The  text  of 
paragraph  4  of  Section  D  was  adopted  by  Committee  III/l 
without  any  change,  The  text  of  paragraph  5,  as  approved 
by  the  Committee,  has  already  been  given. 

Section  D,  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals, 
as  finally  approved  bv  Committee  III/l,  has  the  following 
text: 

"Section  D.  Prpcedure 

1.  The  Security  Council  should  be  so  organized 
as  to  be  able  to  function  continuously  and  each  state 
member  of  the  Security  Council  should  be  permanently 
represented  at  the  headquarters  of  the  Organization* 
It  may  hold  meetings  at  such  other  places  as  in  its 
judgment  may  best  facilitate  its  work.  There  should 
be  periodic  meetings  at  which  each  state  member  of 
the  Security  Council  could  if  it  so  desired  bo 
represented  by  a  member  of  the  government  or  some 
other  special  representative 0 

2.  The  Security  Council  should  be  empowered  to 
set  up  such  bodies  or  agencies  as  it  may  deem  necessary 
for  the  performance  of  its  functions. 

3.  The  Security  Council  should  adopt  its  own 
rules  of  procedure,  including  the  method  of  selecting 
its  President. 

4.  Any  member  or  tne  Organization  should  parti- 
cipate In  the  discussion  of  any  question  brought  before 
the  Security  Council  whenever  title  Security  Council  con- 
siders that  the  Interests  of  that  member  of  the  Organi- 
zation are  specially  affected. 
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5«  Any  member  cf  the  Organization  not  having  a  seat 
on  the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member  of 
the  Organization,  If  It  Is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under 
consideration  by  the  Security  Council,  should  be 
Invited  to  participate  In  the  discussion  relating  to 
the  dispute.   In  the  case  of  a  non -member,  the  Security 
Council  should  lay  down  such  conditions  as  It  may  deem 
just  for  the  participation  of  such  a  non -member. 

REPORTS  BY  THE  SECURITY  COUNCIL  TO.  THE  GENERAL  ASSEMBLY 

The  Steering  Committee  had  referred  to  Committee  III/l 
two  Important  matters.   One  of  them  concerns  the  submission 
of  reports  of  the  Security  Council  to  the  General  Assembly. 
Subcommittee  III/l/C  was  organized  in  order  to  study  this 
question  in  consultation  with  the  appropriate  subcommittee 
of  Committee  II/2,  As  a  result  of  the  work  of  these  two  sub- 
committees a  rudraft  of  Paragraph  8,  Section  B,  Chapter  V, 
was  adopted  by  Committee  11/2  with  slight  modifications. 
This  text,  as  already  modified,  was  submitted  to  Coanittee 
III/l,  together  with  the  text  of  an  interpretation  already 
adopted  by  Committee  II/2.  After  the  necessary  discussion, 
Committee  III/l  adopted  by  3^  -votes  the  text  of  Paragraph  8, 
Section  B,  Chapter  V  and  also  the  interpretation  with  re- 
spect to  that  Paragraph  approved  by  Committee  II/2.  The 
text  of  the  now  Paragraph  8,  aa  approved  by  Committee  III/l 
is  as  follows: 

"8.  The  General  Assembly  should  receive  and  consider 
annual  and  special  reports  from  the  Security 
Council;  such  reports  should  include  an  account 
of  the  measures  which  the  Security  Council  has 
adopted  or  applied  to  maintain  international 
peace  and  security. 

"The  General  Assembly  should  receive  and 
consider  reports  from  the  other  bodies  of  the 
Organization.11 

The  interpretation  adopted  is  the  following: 

"That  paragraph  8  does  not  limit  in  any  way  the 
powers  of  the  Assembly  set  forth  in  paragraphs  1  and 
6,  and  consequently  when  the  General  Assembly  is  con- 
sidering reports  from  the  Security  Council  it  may 
exercise  the  powers  of  discussion  and  recommendation 
stated  in  those  paragraphs." 

Election  of  Secretary  General 

The  second  matter  referred  by  the  Steering  Committee  to 
Committee  III/l  has  to  do  with  the  election  of  the  Secretary 
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General,  The  Committee  was  specially  requested  to  consider 
the  words  "made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  7  members"  in  the 
proposed  text  of  paragraph  4,  Section  B,  Chapter  V  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  as  approved  by  Committee  II/l  on 
May  25, 


As  Committee  III/l  had  already  adopted  the  original 
text  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Pro- 
posals, as  complomentod  at  the  Crimea  Conference,  it  was 
not  deemed  necessary  to  adopt  any  special  provision  con- 
cerning the  intervention  of  tho  Security  Council  in  the 
election  of  the  Secretary  General,  which  it  was  felt  should 
be  made  in  accordance  with  Section  C  in  so  far  as  the 
Security  Council  is  concerned. 

Respectfully  submitted: 
June  19, 


Hrfctor  David  Castro  (El  Salvador) 
Rapporteur 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  £*»•«  *>  Doe.zoco  III/I/BS] 

on  International  Organization  ^^^ 

III/V62 
June  19, 


COMMISSION  HI        Security  CouncU 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

ANNEX  I, 
Chapter  VI,  Section  (3 — Proposed  Amendments 

Australia 

"(1)  Each  member  of  the  Security  Council  shall  have 
one  vote. 

"(2)  Except  as  otherwise  expressly  provided,  a  deci- 
sion of  the  Security  Council  may  be  made  upon  the 
affirmative  vote  of  seven  members. 

"(3)  In  decisions  of  the  Security  Council  under  Sec- 
tion (A)  of  Chapter  VIII  and  under  the  first  paragraph 
of  Section  (C)  of  Chapter  VIII,  a  party  to  a  dispute 
shall  abstain  from  voting. 

"(4)  Under  Section  (B)  of  Chapter  VIII,  a  decision  of 
the  Security  Council  shall  require  the  affirmative 
vote  of  seven  members,  including  the  five  permanent 
members.  Under  paragraph  (2)  of  Section  (C)  of  Chapter 
VIII,  a  decision  of  the  Security  Council  shall  require 
the  affirmative  vote  of  seven  members,  including  at 
least  three  of  the  permanent  members. 

Brazil 

"Thus,  with  regard  to  the  present  chapter,  the  Delega- 
tion of  Brazil  limits  itself  to:  (a)  manifesting  a 
desire  that  In  the  definitive  plan  of  the  world 
Organization,  in  so  far  as  It  relates  to  voting  pro- 
cedure on  the  Security  Council,  the  regulation  be 
adopted  that  the  state  violating  the  obligations 
contained  in  the  basic  charter  will  not  have  the  right 
to  vote,  when  the  matter  to  which  the  violation  relates 
is  to  be  resolved;  (b)  Indicating  the  necessity  that 
the  following  words  be  omitted  from  paragraph  5  of 
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Section  D,  In  the  event  that  the  principle  of  tho 
universality  of  the  new  International  Organization 
is  accepted:   'and  any  state  not  a  member  of  the 
Organization1;  (c)  suggesting  en  amplification  of 
Section  D,  which  would  be  called  number  6  and  would 
read  as  follows: 

"6.   In  cases  foreseen  in  the  two  preceding  para- 
graphs numbers  4  and  5,  a  member  of  the  Organiza- 
tion allowed  to  participate  in  the  discussion 
should,  in  voting  matters,  have  a  position  equal 
to  that  granted  to  members  of  the  Council." 

Canada 

Paragraph  3.   Substitute  for  the  first  clause  the  fol- 
lowing: 

"Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  shall  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of 
not  loss  than  two-thirds  of  all  the  members  of  the 
Security  Council  including  the  concurring  votes  of 
the  permanent  members;11 

Cuba 

"2.   Tho  decisions  of  the  Council  should  bo  made  by 
an  affirmative  vote  of  two- thirds  of  its  members  except 
for  decisions  of  mere  procedure,  where  a  simple  majority 
would  be  sufficient.   In  doubtful  cases,  the  Council,  by 
a  vote  of  two- thirds  of  its  members,  will  decide  whether 
the  matter  on  hand  is  or  is  not  one  of  mere  procedure. 

•  "3-   In  matters  concerning  tho  maintenance  of  peace  and 
international  security,  to  which  Chapter  VIII  refers, 
decisions  must  be  made  by  a  vote  of  two- thirds  of  the 
seven  states  mentioned  in  paragraph  (a)  of  subsection 
1  of  Section  A  of  Chapter  VI,  and  by  a  vote  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  other  members  of  tho  Council.11 

The  above  paragraph  3  was  subsequently  modified  to  read 
as  follows: 

11 3 •   In  matters  concerning  the  maintenance  of  peace 
and  international  security,  to  which  Chapter  VIII 
refers,  decisions  must  be  made  by  c.  vote  of  two- thirds 
of  the  permanent  members  rnd,  at  the  seme  time,  by  a 
vote  of  two- thirds  of  the  other  members  of  the  Council*" 

Ecuador 

"2.  All  decisions  of  tho  Security  Council,  whatever 
may  be  the  subject  dealt  with,  shall  require  the 
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affirmative  vote  of  eight  of  Its  members  for  approval. 

"3.  Members  of  tho  Council  who  are  parties  to  a  dis- 
pute or  controversy,  the  cognizance  of  which  directly 
or  Indirectly  devolves  upon  the  Council  Itself,  shall 
refrain  from  voting  on  decisions  vhlch  the  latter  takes, 
In  accordance  with  Its  powers  and  authority  established 
In  Chapter  VIII  of  the  Proposals,  In  connection  with 
such  dispute  or  controversy.11 

Egypt 

"2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  matters  of 
procedure  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of 
eight  members. 


"3.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  shall  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  eight 
nombero  Including  the  concurring  votes  of  the  permanent 
members  or  the  votes  of  at  least  four  of  them,  being 
understood  that  a  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain 
from  voting  when  that  dispute  is  under  examination.11 

El  Salvador 

IIJf.  In  dealing  with  matters  that  are  not  of  a  proced- 
ural nature,  if  the  affirmative  vote  of  seven  or  more 
members  of  the  Security  Council  includes  tho  concurring 
votes  of  a  majority  of  the  permanent  nonbers  of  the 
Council,  but  not  the  unanimous  vote  of  such  permanent 
members,  tho  Security  Council  shall  refer  the  matter 
under  consideration  to  the  General  Assembly  for  final 
decision  and  shall  act  in  due  time  in  accordance  with 
such  a  decision  of  the  General  Assembly,  which  in  this 
case  will  require  a  two-thirds  majority  vote." 

Ethiopia 

Insert  in  paragraph  3  after  the  words  "Chapter  VIII, 
Section  A"  the  words  "and  Section  B,  paragraph  311. 

Prance 

"(1)  To  maintain  and  to  restore  international  peace 
and  security,  the  Security  Council  shall  have  recourse, 
according  to  circumstances,  to  'recommendations1  or 
'decisions'.   'Recommendations1  shall  be  approved  by 
an  (unqualified)  two-thirds  majority  vote  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Council.   'Decisions'  shall  be  approved 
by  a  qualified  two-thirds  majority  vote,  (including 
the  concurring  votes  of  the  permanent  members  .  ) 
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"Should  the  Council  not  succeed  In  reaching  a  decision, 
the  members  of  the  Organization  reserve  to  themselves 
the  right  to  act  as  they  may  consider  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  peace,  right  and  justice, n 

Greece 
Insert  between  paragraphs  2  and  3  the  following: 

"Paragraph  jj:   Recommendations  by  the  Security  Coun- 
cll  under  paragraph  2  of  Section  B  of  Chapter  VIII 
should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven  members  ,|fl 

The  original  paragraph  3  would  thus  become  paragraph  4. 
Additional  paragraphs: 

"The  Council  should  determine  by  an  affirmative 
vote  of  seven  members  the  existence  of  a  threat 
to  tho  peace. 

"In  particular,  in  the  event  of  a  dispute  between 
two  or  more  countries,  other  than  permanent  members 
of  the  Security  Council,  the  latter  should  take 
decisions  by  on  affirmative  voto  of  seven  members 
in  tlio  rtctormlnatlon  of  the  existence  of  a  breach 
of  the  peace  or  of  an  act  of  aggression." 

Guatemala 

It  seems  logical  that  the  members  of  the  Security  Coun- 
cil, as  well  as  those  of  other  organs  should  retain  the  right 
to  speak,  but  not  to  voto,  wh^n  questions  a5?e  discussed  or 
measures  hava  to  be  teken  partlcuir-rly  affecting  the  interests 
of  their  respective  nations,  as,  ccnorvipe,  such  countries 
would  be  placod  in  on  advantageous  position  with  respect  to 
the  others. 

Iran 

11  j..  Each  member  of  tho  Security  Council  should  have 
one  vote, 

"2.  Decisions % of  the  Security  Council  on  all  matters 
should  be  mode  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  nlno  members; 
provided  that,  in  decisions  under  Chapter  VIII,  Sec- 
tion A,  and  under  the  socond  sentence  of  paragraph  1 
of  Chapter  VIII,  Soctlon  C,  a  party  to  a  dispute 
should  abstain  from  voting*" 


5153  -4- 


697 
Netherlands 

"(3)  Decisions* of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  node  by  an  affirmative  vote  Includ- 
ing the  concurrent  votes  of  the  perraanent  members  and 
of  one-half  of,  or — In  crises  In  which  the  number  of 
non-permanent  members  entitled  to  vote  is  uneven — 
the  majority  of  the  non-pormanent  members,  provided 
that  in  decisions  under  Chapter  8,  Section  A,  and 
undor  the  second  sentence  of  paragraph  1  of  Chapter 
8,  Section  C.  a  party  to  a  dispute  shall  abstain 
from  voting," 

In  this  connection  also  the  Netherlands  amendments  on 
Chapter  VIII,  Section  A  and  B,  should  bo  mentioned,  namely: 

To  add  two  new  paragraphs  at  the  end  of  Section  A, 
reading  as  follows: 

"8.  Should  the  Security  Council  deem  the.t  a  failure 
to  settle  a  dispute  in  accordance  with  procedures 
indicated  in  paragraph  3  of  Section  A,  or  In  accordance 
with  its  recommendations  made  under  paragraph  5  of 
Section  A,  constitutes  a  threat  to  the  maintenance  of 
international  peace  and  security,  it  should  determine 
the  existence  of  such  a  threat* 

"9.  In  general  tho  Security  Council  should  determine 
the  existence  of  any  threat  to  the  peace,  breach  of 
the  peace  or  act  of  aggression •" 

Paragraphs  1  and  2  of  Section  B  should  read  as  follows: 

"1.  Should  the  Security  Council  under  paragraph  8  of 
Section  A  determine  the  existence  of  a  threat  to  the 
maintenance  of  intes  ;\&tlcnal  peace  and  security,  it 
should  tflxo  any  mer-s^-pes  necessary  for  the  maintenance 
of  Inieri'&tionnl  pe.^e  and  security  In  accordance  with 
the  purposes  and  principles  of  the  Organisation, 

"2.  Should  tho  Security  Council  in  general,  under 
paragraph  9  of  Soct^on  A  determine  the  existence  of 
any  t/ireafc  to  tie  p-3ice,  breach  of  the  peace  or  act 
of  ag^re&oion,  It  should  decide  upon  the  measures  to 
be  taken  to  maintain  or  Restore  peace  and  security." 

Whereas  in  connection  with  these  alternations,  Section 
A  should  bear  the  title:  "Pacific  Settlement  of  Dis- 
putes and  Determination  of  Threats  to  the  Peace  or 
Acts  of  Aggression",  and  Section  B  the  title:  "Action 
with  Respect  to  the  Existence  of  Threats  to  the  Peace 
or  Acts  of  Aggression". 
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Norway 

To  require  a  vote  of  "eight11  numbers, 
Philippine  Commonwealth 

"3.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  permanent  members  and  a  majority  of 
the  non-permanent  members ,  voting  separately)11 

and  at  the  end  of  paragraph  3  (after  "voting11) 

"In  all  decisions  Involving  the  use  of  armed 
forces*  to  maintain  peace,  an  affirmative  vote  of  four- 
fifths  (4/5}  of  the  permanent  members  and  threo- 
fourths  13/4)  of  the  non-permanent  members  of  the 
Security  Council  should  be  required  «l! 

fflt  Is  proposed  that  If  the  amendments  on  the 
two  subjects  listed  above,  as  embodied  In  this  docu- 
ment, ore  not  found  acceptable,  the  following  alterna- 
tive proposal  be  considered: 

"4.  Should  the  Security  Council,  by  reason  of  the 
non- concurrence  of  one  permanent  menbor,  fall  to 
arrive  at  a  decision  under  paragraph  3  of  this 
Section,  the  matter  In  question  should  be  submitted 
to  the  General  Assembly  for  final  decision.  Deci- 
sions of  the  General  Assembly  on  matters  submitted 
to  it  by  the  Security  Council  under  this  paragraph 
should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  three- 
fourths  (3/4)  of  all  the  members." 

Uruguay 
Add  the  following  paragraph: 

"4.  The  Security  Council  shall  examine  every  three 
years,  or  upon  its  own  Initiative,  the  possibility  of 
making  generally  applicable  to  all  decisions  the  rule 
contained  In  the  second  port  of  the  preceding 
numbered  paragraph." 

Venezuela 

"That  it  be  provided  that  a  state  or  states  with  seats 
on  the  Council,  when  parties  to  a  controversy,  shall  bo 
entitled  to  a  hearing  only," 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  [>nn«x  to  DOC.IOSO  m/i/ce] 

on  International  Organization  DOC.  855  (ENGLISH) 

0  IIlA/B/2  (a) 

June  8*  1945 


SION  III        Security  CouncU 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


MEMORANDUM 

TO:       Members  on  Subcommittee  III/l/B  of  the 

Delegations  of  China*  United  Kingdom*  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics*  United  States 
of  America 

FROM:     Secretary  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B 

SUBJECT:   Questionnaire  on  Exorcise  of  Veto  In  Security 
Council 

At  the  meeting  on  May  19;  1945  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B 
It  was  agreed  that  representatives  of  delegations  other 
than  those  of  the  sponsoring  governments  (China*  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics*  Utaited  Kingdom*  United  States 
of  America)  would  submit  a  list  of  questions  respecting  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  and  the  amendments  thereto  proposed 
by  the  four  sponsoring  governments  respecting  the  exercise 
of  veto  In  the  Security  Council*  vhloh  questions  vere  to  be 
collated  by  the  Committee  Secretariat  and  submitted  for 
answer  to  the  delegates  of  the  sponsoring  governments  who 
are  members  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B. 


By  noon  May  21  (the  time  limit  agreed  on)  all  of  the 
representatives  concerned  filed  their  questions  or  Indicated 
they  had  no  additional  ones  to  submit  over  and  above  those 
presented  by  others.  The  questions  filed  on  the  above 
subject  accordingly  have  been  consolidated  Into  the  attached 
questionnaire  .  Certain  questions  on  points  not  pertaining 
strictly  to  the  exercise  of  veto  have  been  omitted  from 
this  questionnaire* 

Paul  G.  Pennoyer 

Secretary 

Subcommittee  III/l/B 

Room  420*  Veterans  Building 

IN  3300*  Ext.  137 


(1917)  (3879)  (3983X4991)    -1- 


700 

SUBCOMMITTBB  III/l/B 

Qua  s  tl  onnal  r  e  on  Exercise  of  Veto  in  Security  Council 


It  is  provided  under  Chapter  VI  C, 
paragraph  3,  that  in  all  questions  under 
VIII  A  a  party  to  a  dispute  shall  abstain 
from  voting.  Therefore  unless  otherwise 
indicated  the  veto  rafcrrod  to  in  each 
question  belov  in  the  veto  of  a  permanent 
member  vho  is  npt  a  party  to  a  dispute^  . 

Under_nov  paragraph  1  of  Chapter  VIII  (A),  prepared  by  the 
'sponsoring^  ' 


"Without  prejudice  to  tho  provisions  of 
paragraphs  1-5  belov,  the  Security  Council 
should  be  empowered,  if  all  tho  parties  so 
request,  to  males  reewroiCndptJons  to  the  parties 
to  any  dispute  with  a  >i3tr  to  its  settlement 
in  accordance  with  tlo  principles  laid  down 
in  Chapter  II,  Paragraph  3." 

(1)  If  tho  parties  to  a  dispute  request  the  Security  Council 
to  make  recommendations  with  a  view  to  its  settlement, 
would  the  veto  be  applicablo  to  a  decision  of  the 
Secure  ty  Council  to  oxerclse  ita  power  to  investigate 
the  dispute  for  tKat  purpose? 

Answer: 


(2)  If  the  Security  Council  has  Investigated  a  dispute  under 
this  paragraph,  would  the  veto  be  applicable  to  a 
decision  of  tho  Security  Council  to  recommend  to  the 
Parties  certain  terms ,  with  a  view  to  the  aottTement 
of  the  dispute? 

Answer : 
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Under  present  paragraph  1  of  Chapter  VIII  (A) > 

"1.  The  Security  Council  should  be  empowered 

to  Investigate  any  dispute,  or  any  situation 

which  may  lead  to  International  friction  or 

give  rise  to  a  dispute,  In  order  to  determine 

whether  Its  continuance  i«  likely  to  endanger 

the  maintenance  of  International  peaco  and  security. 

(3)  If  the  attention  of  the  Security  Council  is  called  to  the 
pxistonce  of  a  dispute,  or  a  situation  which  may  give  rise 
to  a  dispute,  would  the  voto  bo  applicable  to  a  decision 
of  the  Security  Council  to  exorcise  its  power  to  investigate 
the  dispute  or  sltuatlonT"'  —————  — — 

Answer: 


(4)  If  the  Security  Council  has  investigated  the  dispute, 
would  the  veto  be  applicalbe  to  a  decision  by  the- 
Security  Council  that  the  continuance  of  the  dispute 
is  llkoly  to  endanger  THo  maintenance  "of  International 
peace  and  security? 

Answer: 


Under  present  paragraph  3  of  Chapter  VIII  (A); 

"3.  Tho  parties  to  any  dispute  the  continuance 
of  which  is  likely  to  endanger  tho  maintenance 
of  international  peace  and  security  should 
oblign-te  themselves,  first  of  all,  to  seek  a 
solution  by  negotiation,  mediation,  conciliation, 
arbitration  or  Judicial  settlement,  or  other 
peaceful  means  of  their  own  choice.  The  Security 
Council  should  call  upon  the  parties  to  settle 
their  dispute  by  such  means,11 

(5)  If  the  Security  Council  has  decided  that  the  continuance 
of  a  dispute  is  llkoly  to  endanger  the  maintenance  of 
international  peaco  and  security,  would  tho  voto  be 
applicable  to  a  decision  of  the  Sequrity  Council  to 
call  upon  tho  parties  to  settlo  their  dispute  by  TJKe 
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means  Indicated  In  paragraph  3? 
Answer : 


_  paragraph  £  g£  Ch&ptep  VIII  (4)  as.  proposed  Ifea  ^  amended 
by 


"4.  If,  nevertheless,  parties  to  a  dispute  of 
the  nature  referred  to  in  paragraph  3  above 
fail  to  settle  it  by  the  means  indicated  in  thai, 
paragraph,  they  should  obligate  themselves  to 
refer  it  to  the  Security  Council.  M*»  If  tnc  Security 
Council  ohould  In  oaoh  OQDQ  donidlo  txhothor  or  not 
deems  that  the  pontinuance  of  the  particular 
dispute  is  in  fact  likely  to  endanger  the 
fflalntenaace  of  international  poacu  and  security, 

fetffcA^-M4bft£ftVkA&AfllBw«4dMifcbA^^£iMM^LAMA9t&£3ttHfiMUbB£^ 

sfrmM  Aiftl  vltti  the  «tayrt8,  ft*d,  it  ss,  wheUiw 
tt  gticuld  trtig  xtten  \tf>4o»  pagagysiyh  5  it  shall 
decide  whether  to  take  action  under  paragraph  5 
or  whether  itself  to  recommend  such  terms  of 
settlement  as  it  may  consider  appropriate." 

(6)  If  a  dispute  is  referred  to  the  Security  Council  by  the 

parties  under  this  paragraph,  vould  the  veto  be  applicable 
to  a  decision  by  the  Security  Council  under  the  second 
sentence  of  this  paragraph  that  it  deems  tfcc  continuance  of 
the  pai'tlculap  dispute  la  In  fact  llkelv  tq  ertdrjigey  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security? 

Answer: 


(7)  X*  chc  Security  Council  doems  that  the  continuance  of  the 
particular  dispute  is  In  fact  likely  to  endanger  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security,  would  the 
veto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the  Security  Council 
under  the  second  sentence  of  this  paragraph  to  take  acti9n 
under  paragraifli  5? 

Answer : 
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(8)  If  the  Security  Council  dooms  that  the  continuance  of  the 
particular  dispute  is  in  fact  likely  to  endanger  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security,  would  the 
veto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the  Security  Council 
under  the  second  sentence  of  this  paragraph  to  recommend 
to  the  parties  such  terms  of  settlement  as  iF"consiaers 
appropriate? 

Answer! 


Under  paragraph  %  of  Chapter  VIII  (A) : 

11 5  •  Tho  Security  Council  should  be  empowered*  at 
any  stage  of  a  dispute  of  tho  ncturo  referred  to  in 
paragraph  3  above,  to  recommend  appropriate  procedures 
or  methods  of  adjustment. 

(9)  Would  the  veto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the  Security 
Council,  at  any  stage  of  a  dispute,  to  recommend  to  tho 
parties  appropriate  procedures  or  methods  of  adjustment? 

Answer • 


Under  paragraph  j5  of  Chapter  VIII  (A) : 

"6.  Justiciable  disputes  should  normally  be  referred 
to  the  international  court  of  justice.  The  Security 
Council  should  be  empowered  to  refer  to  the  court, 
for  advice,  legal  questions  connected  with  other 
disputes . 
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(10)  Would  the  veto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the 
Security  Council  under  the  first  sentence  of  this 
paragraph  that  a  dispute  is,  of  a  justiciable  char- 
aoter?  ~ 

Answer : 


(11)  Would  the  veto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the 
Security  Council  under  the  first  sentence  of  this 
paragraph  to  refer  a  Justiciable  ftiptmte  to  the 
International  Court  of  Justice? 

Answer : 


(12)  Would  the  veto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the 
Security  Council  to  doal  with  a  Justiciable  dis- 
pute b£  some  other  mean?  o3T adTus tment ? 

Answer : 


(13)  Would  the  veto  be  applicable  to  a -decision  of  the 
Security  Council  to  refer  to  the  International  Court 
of  Justice  a  legal  Question  connected  with  a  non- 
Justiciable  dispute? 

Answer: 
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Under  paragraph  1  of  Chapter  VIII  (B)  as  proposod  by  the 
four  sponsoring  governments; 

"Section  B.  Determination  of  Throats  to 
the  Poaco  or  Acts  of  Aggros si on  and  Action 
with  Respect  Thereto.  1.  Should  the  Se- 
curity Council  deem  that  a  failure  to 
settle  a  disputo  In  accordance  with  pro- 
cedures indicated  in  paragraph  3  of  Sec- 
tion A,  or  in  accordance  with  its  recommen- 
dations made  undor  paragraphs  4  or  5  of 
Section  A,  constitutes  a  thrcaT  ^o  tho  main- 
tenance of  international  peace  and  security, 
it  should  take  any  measures  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security 
in  accordance  with  tho  purposos  and  principles 
of  the  Organization." 

(14)  Would  the  veto  bo  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the 

Security  Council  that  it  doc, mod  that  a  failure  would 
constitute  a  threat  to  tin;  r.iaTrTfccnaaco  of  peace  and 
security? 

Answer : 


(15)  Would  the  veto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the 
Security  Council  that  it  should  take  any  measures 
necessary  fir  the  maintenance  of  international  poaco 
and  security? 

Answer : 


Under  now  paragraph  2  £f  Chaprtor  VIII(B)  as  proposed  bj[  the 
four  sponsoring  governments; 

"2.  In  general  the  Security  Council  should 
determine  the  existence  of  any  threat  to  the 
peace,  broach  of  the  poaco  or  act  of  aggres- 
sion and  should  make  recommendations  or  decide 
upon  the  measures  sot  forth  In  paragraphs  ^  and 
4  of  this  Section  TxPbo  taken  to  maintain  or 
rosTforo  peace  ana  security." 
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(16)  Would  the  voto  bo  applicable  to  a  decision  of  tho 
Security  Council  that  It  determined  the  existence 
of  any  throat  to  tho  peace,  etc.? 

Answer : 


Under  now  paragravH  proposed  bjr  the  four  sponsoring  go 
ments  "EcHbe  fhsert^Td  between  Paragraphs  2  and  3  or  Cha 

~  -      ' 


overn- 
pter 


"Before  maklns  the  recommendations  or  de- 
ciding upon  the  measures  for  the  maintenance 
or  restoration  of  peace  and  security  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  2,  the 
Security  Council  jnay  call  upon  the  parties  con- 
cerned to  comply  with  such  provisional  measures 
as  it  may  deem  necsanary  or  desirable  in  order* 
to  prevent  an  acgravntion  of  tho  situation. 
Such  provisional  moasuias  should  be  without  pre- 
judice to  the  rights,  claims  or  positions  of  tho 
parties  concerned.  Failure  to  comply  with  such 
provisional  measures  should  bo  duly  taken 
account  of  by  the  Security  Council.11 

(17)  Would  the  voto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the 

Security  Council  that  it  may  call  upon  the  parties, 
etc.  ? 

Answer  : 


(18)  Would  the  veto  be  applicable  to  a  decision  of  the 
Security  Council  that  failure  to  comply  should  be 
duly  taken  account  of,  etc. ? 

Answer : 
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Uhder  the  second  paragraph  o£  Chapter  VI  (£) : 

"Section  0.  Voting*  It  Each  member  of  the 
Security  Council  should  have  one  vote, 

M2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on 
procedural  matters  should  be  made  by  on 
affirmative  vote  of  seven  members. 

(19)  Is  case  a  decision  has  to  .be  taken  as  to  whether  a 
certain  point  Is  a  procedural  matter*  is  that  pre- 
liminary question  to  bo  considered  in  Itself  as  a 
procedural  matter  or  Is  the  veto  applicable  to 
such  preliminary  question? 

Answer; 


Under  the  third  paragraph  o£  Chapter  VI  ( £) : 

f!3«  Decisions  of  tho  Security  Council  on  all 
other  matters  should  be  mnde  by  an  affirmative 
vote  of  seven  members  including  tho  concurring 
votes  of  the  permanent  members;  provided  that*  in 
decisions  under  Chapter  VIII*  Section  A*  and 
under  the  second  sentence  of  Paragraph  1  of 
Chapter  VIII*  Section  C*  a  party  to  a  dispute 
should  abstain  from  voting. 

(20)  If  a  motion  is  moved  in  the  Security  Council  on  a 

matter*  other  than  a  matter  of  procedure*  under  the 
general  words  in  paragraph  3>  would  the  abstention 
from  voting  of  any  one  of  the  permanent  members  of 
the  Security  Council  have  the  same  effect  as  a 
negative  vote  by  that  member  in  preventing  the 
Security  Council  from  reaching  a  decision  on  the 
ciatter? 

Answer; 


(21)  If  ono  of  the  permanent  members  of  tho  Security 

Council  is  a  party  to  a  dispute*  and  in  conformity 
with  the  proviso  to  paragraph  3  has  abstained  from 
voting  on  a  motion  on  a  matter*  other  than  a  matter 
of  procedure*  would  its  mere  abstention  prevent  tho 
Security  Council  from  reaching  a  decision  on  the 
natter $ 
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Answer  t 


(22)  In  case  a  dool&lon  ha3  to  be  rwda  under  Chapter  "-"HI* 
Section  A*  OP  ar;cLer  the  second  sentesco  of  C]ucr»!xr 
VIII*  Section  C>  paragraph  I,  will  a  pormonont  momber 
of  the  Council  be  entitled  to  participate  in  a  vote 
on  the  question  whether  that  permanent  member  is 
itself  a  party  to  the  dispute  or  not? 

Answert 
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ADDENDUM 


TO:       Members  on  Subcommittee  III/l/B  of  the 
Delegations  of  China,  United  Kingdom, 
Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics, 
United  States  of  America 

PROM:      Secretary  of  Subcommittee  III/1/fe 

SUBJECT:    Questionnaire  on  Exercise  of  Veto  in 
Security  Council 

(23)  In  view  of  questions  raised  by  several  delegations, 
the  Greek  Delegation  would  like  to  be  Informed 
whether,  under  Chapter  10,  paragraph  1,  of  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals  as  amended  by  the  Four 
Governments,  the  recommendation  of  the  Security 
Council  to  the  Assembly  in  respect  of  the  elec- 
tion of  the  Secretary  General  and  his  deputies 
is  subject  to  veto. 


Paul  G,  Pennoyer 

Secretary 

Subcommittee  III/l/B 

Room  420,  Veterans  Building 

IN  3300,  Ext.  137 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  ???>i/t?    ffLISH> 

F      A                     •                I      y-v               J.  III/1/37      (1) 

on  International  Organization  June  8,  1945 


COMMISSION   III        Security  CouncU 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


STATEMENT  BY  MR.  JOHN  SOFIANOPOULOS,  CHAIRMAN 
OF  TECgflTCAE  ffSfottTTEE  1  1  I/I  ON  THfl  STRUCTURE 
AND  PRQgEBtJRES  5I 


There  is  attached  a  "Statement  by  the  Delegations  of 
the  Four  Sponsoring  Governments  on  the  Voting  Procedure  in 
the  Security  Council."  This  statement  has  been  prepared 
in  response  to  a  questionnaire  submitted,  on  May  22,  19^-5* 
to  the  representatives  of  the  four  sponsoring  governments 
on  Subcommittee  III/l/B  by  the  other  members  of  the 
Subcommittee.   It  has  now  been  preoented  to  Subcommittee 
I1I/1/B. 

In  view  of  the  groat  Interest  which  has  been  shown 
in  the  question  of  the  voting  procedure  in  the  Security 
Council,  and  on  the  recommendation  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B, 
I  am  releasing  this  statement  to  the  full  membership  of 
Committee  III/l,  and  simultaneously  to  the  press. 

I  am  informed  that  the  Delegation  of  France 
associates  itself  completely  with  this  statement  of  the 
four  sponsoring  governments. 


John  Sofianopoulos, 
Chairman,  Committee  III/l 


(3963)  4993 


June  7,  1945 

STATEMENT  BY  TIPS  DELEGATIONS  OP  THE  POUR  SPONSOSPTG 

^ 


Specific  quest  ion*  covorlng  the  voting  procedure  in  the 
Security  Cruncil  have  been  submitted  by  a  Sub-Committee  of 
the  Conferorce  Conimiutee  on  Structure  and  Procedures  of  the 
Security  Council  to  the  Delegations  of  the  four  Governments 
sponsoring  the  Co/if  orence--  the  United  States  of  America,  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  the 
Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  and  the  Pepublic  of 
China.   In  dealing  with  these  questions,  the  i  ^v-r  Delega- 
tions desire  to  make  the  following  statement  of  tboir 
general  attitude  towards  the  whole  question  of  unanimity  of 
permanent  members  In  the  decisions  of  the  Security  Council. 


1.  The  Yalta  voting  formula  r-ecopniz,os  that  the 
Security  Council,  in  discharging  its  responsibilities  for 
the  maintenance  of  international  peace  and  Liecxirity,  vill 
have  two  broad  groups  of  functions.   Under  Chapter  VIII, 
the  Council  will  have  to  make  decisions  which  irwolve  its 
taking  direct  measures  in  connoction  with  settlement  of 
disputes,  adjusts;!4.,  cf  situations  likely  to  lead  to  dis- 
putes, determines/*. l  jci  of  throats  to  the  peacet  removal  of 
threats  to  the  po£?co,  and  suppression  of  breaches  of  the 
peace.   It  will  c]so  have  to  ir'j/Lc  d^ol  L.'.or.s  which  do  not 
involve  the  taking  of  such  moc-sures,   Tro  Yalta  formuln 
provides  that  the  second  of  theye  two  groups  of  decisions 
vill  be  governed  by  a  procedural  vote- -than  is,  the  vote 

of  any  seven  members.   The  fliat  group  of  decisions  will  be 
governed  by  a  qualified  vote- -that  is,  tho  vote  of  seven 
membora,  including  the  corcvrrlrp  votes  of  the  five  per- 
manent members,  subject  to  tho  proviso  that  in  decisions 
under  Section  A  and  a  part  of  Section  0  01*  Chapter  VIII 
parties  to  a  dispute  shall  abstain  from  voting. 

2.  Por  example,  under  tho  Yalta  formula  a  procedural 
vote  will  govern  the  decisions  made  under  the  entire  Section  D 
of  Chapter  VI.   This  moans  th£t  the  Council  will^  by  a  vote 

of  any  seven  of  its  members,  adopt  or  alter  its  rules  of 
procedure:  determine  the  method  of  selecting  its  President; 
organize  itself  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  able  to  function 
continuously;  select  the  -Wines  and  places  of  its  regular 
and  special  meetings;  establish  such  bodies  or  agencies 
as  it  may  deem  necessary  for  the  performance  of  Its 
functions;  invite  a  member  of  tho  Organization  not 
represented  on  the  Council  to  participate  in  ifcs  dis- 
cussions when  that  Member's  interests  are  specially 
affected;  and  invito  any  state  when  it  is  n  party  to 
a  dispute  being  considered  by  the  Council  to  participate 
In  the  discussion  relating  to  that  dispute. 
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3-   Further,  no  individual  member  of  the  Council  can 
alone  prevent  consideration  and  discussion  by  the  Council  of 
a  dispute  or  situation  brought  to  its  attention  under 
paragraph  2,  Section  A,  Chapter  VIII.   Nor  can  parties  to 
such  dispute  be  prevented  by  those  moans  from  being  heard 
by  the  Courcil.   Likewise,  the  requirement  for  unanimity 
of  tho  permanent  members  cannot  prevent  any  member  of  the 
Council  from  reminding  thu  members  of  tho  Organization  of 
thoir  general  obligations  assumed  under  the  Charter  as 
regards  peaceful  settlement  of  international  disputes . 

4.  Beyond  this  point,  decisions  and  actions  by  the 
Security  Council  may  well  have  major  political  consequences 
and  may  even  initiate  a  chain  of  events  which  might,  in  the 
end,  require  the  Council  under  Its  responsible-ties  to 
invoke  measures  of  enforcement  under  Section  B,  Chapter  VIII. 
This  chain  of  ovento  begins  when  the  Council  docidea  to  make 
an  Investigation,  or  determines  that  the  time  has  come  to 
call  upon  states  to  r.etblo  their  differences,  or  makos 
recommendations  to  the  parties.   It  lo  to  such  decisions 

and  actions  that  unanimity  of  the  permanent  members  applies, 
with  the  important  proviso,  referred  to  above,  for  abstention 
from  voting  by  parties  to  a  dispute. 

5.  To  illustrate:   in  ordering  en  Investigation,  the 
Council  has  to  consider  whether  the  Investigation- -which  may 
involve  calling  for  reporLs,  hearing  witnossea,  dispatching 
a  commission  of  inquiry,  or  other  means-- might  not  further 
aggravate  the  situation.   After  Investigation,  the  Council 
must  determine  vhether  the  continuance  of  the  situation 

or  dispute  would  be  ?_ikely  to  endanger  International  peaco 
and  security.   If  it  so  determines,  the  Council  would  be 
under  obligation  to  take  further  steps.   Similarly,  tho 
decision  to  raalce  re  commends  tiona,  even  when  all  parties 
requt*nt  it  to  do  so,  or  to  call  upon  parties  to  a  dispute 
to  fulfill  thoir  obligations  under  the  Charter,  might  bo  the 
fjrst  stop  on  a  course  of  action  from  which  the  Security 
Council  could  withdraw  only  at  the  risk  of  falling  te 
discharge  its  responsibilities. 

6.  In  appraising  tho  significance  of  tho  vote  re- 
quired to  take  nuch  decisions  or  actions,  it  is  useful  to 
make  comparison  with  the  requirements  of  the  League 
Covenant  with  reference  to  decisions  of  the  League  Council. 
Substantive  decisions  of  the  League  of  Nations  Council  could 
bo  taken  only  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  all  its  members, 
whether  permanent  or  not,  with  the  exception  of  parties 

to  a  dispute  under  Article  XV  of  the  League  Covenant. 
Under  Article  XI,  under  which  most  of  thD  disputes  brought 
before  tha  League  were  dealt  with  and  deciaJons  to  make 
investigations  taken,  the  unanimity  rule  was  invariably 
Interpreted  to  include  even  the  votes  of  tho  parties  to 
a  dispute. 
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7.  The  Yalta  voting  formula  substitutes  for  the  rule 
of  complete  unanimity  of  the  League  Council  a  system  of 
qualified  majority  voting  in  the  Security  Council.   Under 
this  system  non-permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council 
individually  would  have  no  "veto" .   As  regards  the  permanent 
members,  thore  is  no  question  under  the  Yalta  formula  of 
investing  them  with  a  new  right,  namely,  the  right  to  veto, 

a  right  which  the  permanent  members  of  the  League  Council 
always  had,   Tho  formula  proposed  for  the  taking  of  action 
in  the  Security  Council  by  a  majority  of  seven  would  make 
the  operation  of  the  Council  less  subject  to  obstruction 
than  was  the  case  under  the  League  of  Nations  rule  of 
complete  unanimity. 

8.  It  should  also  be  remembered  that  under  the  Yalta 
formula  the  five  major  powers  cou.ld  not  act  by  themselves, 
since  even  under  the  unanimity  requirement  any  decisions 
of  the  Council  would  have  to  include  the  concurring  votes 
of  at  least  two  of  the  non  permanent  mc;7>b3rs.   In  other 
words,  it  would  be  posslbla  for  five  non- permanent  members 
as  a  group  to  exercise  a  "veto".   It  is  not  *co  be  assumed, 
however,  that  the  permanent  members,  anv  more  than  the 
non-permanent  members,  would  uao  their  "veto"  pover  wil- 
fully to  obstruct  the  operation  of  the  Council. 

9.  In  view  of  the  primary  responsibilities  of  the 
permanent  members,  they  could  not  be  expected,  in  the 
present  condition  of  tin*  world,  to  assume  the  obligation 
to  ant  in  so  sorlou*  a  matter  as  the  maintenance  of  inter- 
national poace  and  security  in  consequence  of  a  decision  in 
which  they  had  not  concurred,   Therefore*,  if  a  majority 
voting  in  the  Security  Council  Is  to  be  made  possible,  the 
only  practicable  method  is  to  provide,  in  respoct  of  non- 
procedural decisions,  for  unanimity  of  the  permanent  members 
plus  tho  concurring  votes  of  at  least  two  of  tho  non-per- 
manent members. 

10.  For  all  these  reasons,  the  four  sponsoring  Govern- 
ments agreed  on  the  Yalta  formula  and  havo  presented  it  to 
this  Conference  as  onsuntial  if  an  international  organization 
is   to  be  cheated  through  which  all  peace-loving  nations  can 
effectively  discharge  Lh^'li1  common  responsibilities  for  the 
maintenance  of  international  peace  nnd  security. 

II 

In  tho  light  of  the  considerations  set  forth  in  Fart  1 
of  this  statement,  it  is  clecr  what  the  answers  to  the 
questions  submitted  by  the  Subcommittee  should  bo,  with  the 
exception  of  Question  19.   The  answer  to  that  question  is 
as  follows: 

1.   In  the  opinion  of  the  Delegations  of  the  Sponsor- 
Ing  Governments,  tho  Draft  Charter  itself  contains  an 
Indication  of  the  application  of  the  voting  procedures  to 
the  various  functions  of  the  Council. 
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2.   In  this  case,  it  will  bo  unlikely  that  there  will 
arise  in  the  future  any  matters  of  gror.t  Importance  on  which 
a  deci3ion  will  hr.vo  to  be  made  as  to  vhothor  a  procedural 
vote  would  apply.   Should,  however,  such  a  matter  arise,  the 
decision  regarding  the  preliminary  question  as  to  whether  or 
not  such  a  matter  is  procedure  1  rauot  bo  taken  by  a  vofco  of 
seven  mombora  of  the  Security  Council,  including  the  con- 
curring votoa  of  the  permanent  members . 
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The  I'nitcd  \fitinnn  dmfwncc  RESTRICTED 

on   Infrrnntional  Orpinisntion  111/1/5?°  (PRENCH) 

June  17,   1945 
[Sn  annexe  lea  documents  1102(8f£,852] 

COMMISSION    III        Security  Council 

C omit 6  1   Organisation  at  Procedure 


RAPPORT  DU  RAPPORTEUR  DU  COMITE  III/l  SUR  L'ACTIVITE  DU 
COfrillgTTT/^  ET  PRO^gDte'gU  CGN3BIL  SE 

sacuft'ffej  coNOERI^yT  ia  CHAPTTRS  vi  D3B 


Rapporteur  :  Hector  David  Castro  (Salvador) 
SECTION  A  DU  CHAPITRE  VI 

Le  Comite  III/l  a  travailie  sous  l&inente  direction  de 
son  President,  Son  Excellence  Jean  Sofianopoulos. 

La  tfiche  du  Rapporteur  a  6t£  foztall^gSe  gr&ce  &  la 
pr£cieuse  collaboration  que  lui  ont  pr@t6e  le  President  du 
Comite  et  tous  les  membres  du  Secretariat. 

Le  Comit6  ^avait  d<5cid6  qu'au  cas  ou  le  Pr6sident  n'aurait 
pas  pu  Stre  pro  sent  &  toutes  l&s  sconces,  UTL  autre  D6l^gu6 
de  la  Gr5co,  1  'Honorable  Thanassis  Aghnides,  ferait  fonotion 
de  President  p.l. 

Les  trois  premi&res  sdances  ont  et6  consacrdes  i  la 
discussion  gdndrale  de  la  Section  A  du  Chapitre  VI  des  Pro- 
positions de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  relativo  i,  la  "Composition  du  Con- 
seil  de  S(Scurit6.ff 

Un  Sous-comlt6  III/l/A  a  6t&  cr66  pour  \m  double  but. 
II  avait  2t  determiner  d'abord  quelles  parties  du  la  Section 
B  du  Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  devaient 
faire  1'objet  des  Etudes  du  Comlt6  III/l  et  ensuite  h  £ta- 
blir  une  classiflcacion  mdthodique  des  amendements  proposes 
par  les  dl  verses  delegations  aux  Sections  A,  B,  C  et  D. 


II  etait  compose  des  peieg^s  de  la  Chine,  du  Salvador, 
de  la  Prance,  des  Pays-Has;  de  1  'Union  des  R6publiques 
Sovietiques  Sociallstee,  du  Royaume-Unl  et  des  Etats-Unls 

Le  Deitfgue  du  Salvador  avait  6t6  eiu  President. 
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Comme  conclusion  &  sea  travaux,  le  Sous-comite  III/l/A 
a  formul£  les  recommandations  suivarftes: 

(a)  ciue  le  mondat  du  Comite  III/l  soit  eiargi  de  fa9on 
a  s'etandre  &  I1 ensemble  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapi- 
tre  VI; 

(b)  que  le  tltre  du  mandat  confie  au  Comite  III/l 
solt  modlfie  de  la  fa9on  sulvante  "Organisation, 
Procedure,  Ponctlons  et  Pouvolrs  princlpaux11; 

(c)  que  des  mesures  solent  prises,  p<°r  l^s  voles 
appropri^es,  pour  soumettre  l^s  pr 5 sen to s^ recom- 
mandations au  Secretaire  G^n^ral  et  au  President 
de  la  Conference  aux  fine  d1 execution. 

Une  classification  m^thodlque  des  amendements  presentes 
par  los  dlverses  delegations  aux  Sections  A,  B,  C  et  D  du 
Chapitre  Vl^des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  a  £t£  Stabile 
par  le  Secretariat  et  soumlse  au  Comite  III/l. 

Le  rapport  pre'sente  au  Comlt($  III/l  par  le  Sous-Comitd 
III/1//A  a  6t£  approuv^  au  cours  do  la  troisi&me  stance  du 
Comite. 

Les  propositions  d ' amend emont  visant  la  Section  A  du 
Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  se  rappor- 
talent  aux  diverses  phrases  de  la  dite  section  et  soulevaiont 
les  questions  sulvantes: 


(si 

(si 


ill 


Koinbre  total  des  membres  du  Consul  1  de  securite; 
Le  Oonseil  de  securite  dolt-il  oomporter  des 
mem ores  permanents,  ou  des  membres  semi -permanents, 
et,  dans  1 f af f irinatif ,  quel  serait  le  crit&re 
&  suivre  pour  les  choisir; 

Non^ro  total  des  membres  permanents  du  Conseil; 
Si«jgo*s  permanents  supplement  air  es  destines  h 
cerualnes  nations; 

(e)  Suppression  des  mots  lfen  tamps  voulu"  concernant 
la  quail te  de  mombre  permanent  anvisag^e  pour 
la  Prance; 

Augmentation  du  no"J->re  des  membres  non- permanents; 
Elements  d1 appreciation  pour  le  cholx  des  membres 
non- permanent s  du  C^ns^ll  de  seourite.  Diverses 
formules  ont  ete  proposoes  dont:  la  pleino  e§alite 
de  tous  les  Etats  niembres,  une  repartition  geogra- 
phiqae,  un  roulomont,  la  contribution  apport6e  par 
les  mombres  de  I1 Organisation  au  malntlen  de  la 
palx  et  de  la  securite  Internationales  et  2t  la 
realisation  des  autres  ideaux  de  lf Organisation,, 
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les  garanties  corcernant  la  defense  active  de 

1'ordre  international  et  les  moyens  d'y  inr^iclpcr 
efflcacement,  deo  comW  rial  sons  drd!lfcinent3  cojuprs- 
nant  la  population,  la  capacit<5  industrially  et 
econoniique,  les  contributions  futures  en  forces 
armies  ec  I1  assistance  auxquellos  chaque  Ktat 
raembru  3rost  6ngag6f  la  contribution  i'ourniu  au 
cours  de  la  seconde  guerre  mondialu,otc.  f  do  mSno 
quu  lf  octroi,  &  tltre  special,  de  si&Rus  non-por- 


manonta  k  certains  groupos  de  nations; 
(h)  Conditions  relatives  h  lf<$llf  bilir,.!-  dos  mumbres 

non-purmanunts  du  Cons&il  du  Sucuric<5  et  dur^e 

du  louj?  mandat; 
(i)  Fixation  dufinitivo  par  I'Assembl^o  G^ndralo  do 

la  durofc  du  mandat  dos  mtjmbres  non-purmcjiunts; 
(j)  "Nomination"  au  lieu  df  "Election"  duo  membres 

non-purman^nt  s  ; 
(k)  "Horn  .'.nation  h  nouveau"  au  lluu  du  !!R<$c-locT:icn.  " 

Sur  toucoa  lc?s  modifications  propos.^s  h  1^  Section  A  du 
Chc-pitro  VI  doa  iropoaitions  dw  Dumbarton  Oaks,  clwux  souluraent 
ont  uto  adoptuus,  \  savolr,  promf  oromunc,  sur  In  propor.:  tlon 
de  -In  r-flr';  ::..,^:i  v.rji:dj.h'Uif»,   ,  1^  supprcscion  do-  3  mots 
"en  tcaA.»s  vuulu11  t  L&  swconde  phrr-so  du  la  Section  «t, 
doux:l5murient,  3'xi1  la  proposition  cles  qmcre  Puissances  Invl- 
tantes,  I1  ad  jonurvion,  h  la  fin  de  la  trolsi&ne  phrase  de  la 
m§mo  Section  A,  Ju  texte  r.i-ap^s,  pr6c4idJ  d'une  "virgule": 
"on  tenant  compte  tout  parnicaljf-re!itfnr.  c?n  pr-jmibr  lieu  do  la 
contrjbut-on  apportou  par  lus  mumbrus  c'j  1'Orpanication  au 
maintiun  do  la  paix  ut  do  la  sucurit^  internee^  onr^les  «.t  2t 
la  realisation  dus  auti'us  id,,auK  do  I1  Organisation,  ainsi  qutf 
d!une  repartition  gfiOBraphiquu  diquitablo." 

Lo  texcc  du  la  Section  A  du  Chapitry  VI  des  Propositions 
do  Dumbarton  Oo,lcs  a  utu  apprcuv^  par  It;  0  omit  6  III/l  avuc 
les  deux  modifications  qui  vlt^nnont  d'Sae  indicucSes  et 
s'^tablit  done  ainsi  qu?il  suit: 

CHAPITRE  VI 
Const  il  do 


"SECTION  A.  COMPOSITION.   Le  Consul]  du 
duvralt  6tru  compost  du  roprbsundnnts  dv>  onzu  membres 
du  lf  Organisation,  b,  raison  d'un  par  mumbre.  Les  reprd- 
sontanto  dus  EcatstJnis  d'Am^riquo,  du  Koyaunir-Uni  do 
Gruigu-Dreuagne  wt  d'Irlandu  du  Hord,  du  lfUnion  duo 
Republ^quus  Sovl»5clques  SocialJstus,  d«?  la  Republiquo 
du  Chine  et  do  la  Rupubliquu  Fran9alsef  devralunt  avoir 
dus  siuG^s  permanents.  L'Assombluu  G^nurale  davra?t 
six  Etats  aux  sibges  non-pernonenus  en  tenant 
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compte  tout  particuli&rement  en  premier  lieu  de  la  contri- 
bution apportee  par  les  mambres  do  I1 Organisation  au 
maintien  de  la  palx  et  de  la  s<Scurit6  Internationales 
et  &  la  realisation  des  autres  id£aux  de  I1 Organisation, 
ainsl  que  d'une  repartition  gdographlque  equitable.   Ces 
six  Etats  devraient  gtre  6lus  pour  une  duree  de  doux 
ons,  trojs  d'untre  eux  se  retirant  chaquo  anneSe.   Us 
ne  devrianet  ")bs  §tro  Jmmediatement  re(§ligibles.  Lors 
de  la  premi&ro  Election  des  membres  non-permonents, 
trois  d'entre  eux  devraiont  etre  choisls  par  I'Assembl^e 
G^n^rale  pour  un  mondat  djuno  cejr^^u  et  trois  pour  un 
mondat  de  deux  ans. 
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SECTION  B  DU  CHAPT  THE  VI 

Son  Excellence  M.  John  Soflenopoulos,  President  du 
Comite  III/l,  annonce?  que  le  Comltr~  de  Coordination  de  la 
Conference  a  anprouvo  la  proposition  du  Comite  III/l  oui 
recomrnande  que  touto  lo  Section  B  du  Chapltre  VI  dec  Pro- 
positions de  Dumbarton  Oaks  soit  referee  a  ce  Comite,  ce  qui 
a  etr  fait  a  la  Trelzieme  Seance  du  Comite  III/l.  Une  dis- 
cussion gener^le  de  la  Section  B  sfpnsuit.  Cette  dircusslon 
ternin6e,  chacun  dee  projets  d'anondement  aux  divers  para- 
graphes  de  la  Section's  est  present^  par  le  Dc'l6gue  ayant 
droit  et  ]es  debats  reprennent  cur  ctoquo  anendenent  sepa- 
r^nont. 

Le  tltre  de  la  Section  B  du  Chr^itre  VI  flee  Propocitlons 
de  Dumbarton  Oake  est  le  eul^ant^  :  "Princlpiu"  ^ouvoirs  et 
fnnctlon^".  II  n'a  6t6  pror)ORc  a  co  titre  qu!un  p.cvl  auen- 
dement  qui  conslstalt  a  6linlner  le  mot  "Princl^aux".  Get 
amende.:ient  etant  une  question  de  redaction  a  ete  renvoye 
au  Comite  de  R6daction. 

Le  tcxte  du  p^ragraphe  I  de  la  Section  B  eet  commo 
cult  : 


"1.  Afin  de  pornottre  a  I'Ore.anl  nation  dfag;lr 
prowptomc-nt  et  efflcacemcnt,  lee  menbres^de  Ir0rga- 
ni  cation  devrnient^  dans  la  Charte,  conferer  au 
Conr.cll  de  Securite  la  rer.poasabllite  esct^ntlelle 
en  ce  qui  concerne  le  maintien  de  la  paix  et  de  la 
securite  Internationale.?,  ,  et  convenlr  que,  dans 
I'e^orclce  des  fonotions  lui  inconbant  de  ce  fait, 
le  Cuneeil  aglt  en  leur  nom." 

De  no;nbreux  anendenents  a  ce  paragrrpho  sont  proposes. 
Tnue  se  rapportent  aux  pouvoirs^du  Conceil  de  Securito 
compares  avcc  ceux  de  1'Ascentlee  Oenerrlc,  et  aux  relations 
entre  cee  deux  grnupee  de  pouvoirs.  Plus!  ours  de  ces  amen- 
dements  eoullgnent  la  neoencito  de  prccicor  davantage  les 
functions  et  pou^^irc  du  Consell^de  Socurito.   iJn 
autreu  propositions  peuvent  se  resumor  con^e  cuit 


(a)  Le  Consell  de  Soourite  devralt  f^ire  ioc  rapportc 
de  ces  tr^vaux  h  1'Aseehblee  Generalc;  fe)  I'Ascembl^e 
(Jen^rale  d^vrait  etre  habllltee  a  surveill^r  les 
travaux  du  Consil  de  Securite,  a  lrs  approuver  et  a 
faire  dee  reoonnandations  redlgees  en  vue  de  l!c?beer- 
vance  de  SCR  obligations;  (c)  lee  pouvoirs  du  Consell 
de  Securite  devi»aient  etre  diminues;  (d)  le  Conseil  de 
Seourite  ne  devrait  ni  etablir  ni  modifier  des  princlpes 
ou  des  rbgl^s  de  droit;  (e)  la  responaabillte  premiere 
du  maintien  de  la  pnlx  et  de  la  seourite  Internationales, 
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qui  est  une  fonctlon  du  Conseil  de  Seourlte,  d*vrnlt 
lul  ,  etre  conferee  par  la  Charte  avcc  oer-Cwinec  res- 

trictions et  pour  une  TDoriode  de  hult  anu;  ec  (i') 
llAseev'!blee  Gcnerale  detrr°it  etre  la  plur.  haute 
autrrite  de  I1  Organisation  naic  le  Concell  ftc  Securite 
ne  devrnit  pnc  ctro  un  olnple  organe  oxecutlf  de 
I'Aseeiablee;  au  cnntralre,  loreque  I'Asnr.riblee 
G^nerale  ne  fjlege  pas,  lo  Concell  Ae  Seourit^  devrait 
avoir  li  mi^c  c^r.petenor?  qu!elle  on  tout  ce  qul  c  *n- 
corne  la  paix  et  la  r.eourlte 


Entre  t^ur,  lee  amendon^nto  proposes,  un  ceul    ^ 
le  Corit4  III  /I.   II  n  etc  prenonte  por  M.  le  Dolegue 
du  Canafl.?  et  crnstitue  lr  addition  cuivante  r.u  pnrawi-.phe  1, 
Section  B,  Chapitre  VI  : 

L3  Conseil  :le  Securito  sounet  a  I'Ancrrribleo  Gc- 
norr.lc,  pour  clarion,  de^,  r^T)'oort«i  innuelc  et  en  can  C.e 
ber.nin,  "dor.  ^apportr,  spoclrufc. 


Le  trxta  ^rigir.n.l  ^u  nar-.rri^'ie  1,  Section  2^  avcc  cette 
,  ect  definitiverent  adopto  par  le  C^Po.tc  III  /I. 


Le  texte  du  mrt^raphe  f!  -".e  In.  Section  E,  Chapl^re  VI 
dec  Prcp^citinnG  rlu  Dunb'^rtnn  O^lcs  ort  r^cH^c  oonne  tult: 


2.  En  renplic^ant  O?R  f^ncti^nn,  lo  Oonseil  de 
Securlte  de>r«ait  r,^!^  funfor^ier-ier  5  aux  bats  et  prin- 
cipes  de  I1  Organisation. 

Deux  amendements  au  parngraphe  2  ont  ete  proposes.   Lfun 
prevoit  que  le  Conseil  cle  Seviriue  dpvrait  s'abster.ii  de 
prendre  des  decisions  qui  pou^rai  en  t-  porter  atteinte  &. 
1'lntegrlte  t^rrltorlple  et  H  1  !  lndepe^u\r.cs  polltiquq  d'Etatc- 


ou  sur  la  deniande  de  toute  partle  r.u  differ  end.   Le  dcuxieme 
projct  d1  amondement  a  pour  objot  d1  assuror ^que  le  Coneeil  cle 
Securite  agisec  non  r.eulenent  rn  conformlte  ouxbuts^et  r-ux 
prlnci^tsB  de  I'OrgnnisL'tion,  rnals  auesl  en  conformite  a  la^ 
Charte,  ot  qu'aucune  solution  d!un  fllfferrnd  no  solt  impose 
a  un  Etat  si  ceti;e  solution  er:t  do  nature  a  lul  falrc  psrdre 
conf lance  ^ans  sa  cecurite  et  dans  con  bicn-Ptre  futurs.   La 
preniere  propooition  rst  retiree  par  la  dcleguc  qul  lfa  pre- 
sentee, et  qui  1^  conslderalt  plutot  comme  unp  observation  ; 
ln.  deuxleme  er.t  rejetee  "OTr  lo  vote  tj^ntr^lre  du  Comlte.   Le 
paragra-ohe  2,  Section  B  deneure  done  sans  chanrjement.   Le 
texte  original  est  aprrouve. 

Le  texte  du  par^igrnphe  3,  Section  B,  Chaoltre  VI  dec 
Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  er,t  redige  -comne  suit  : 
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3, ^Les  pouvoirs  pronres  aceordes  au  Conseil  de 
Securite  on  vue  de  lui  permettrt*  de  rcmplir  ceo  fonctions 
sont  exposes  au  Chapitre  VIII. 

Aucun  am^nderrent  nfa  ete  propone  a  oe  po^agra^he,  et 
le  Comite  III/l  adopte  le  texto  original  sans  modification. 

Le  paraajrnphe  4,  Section  B,  Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Onks  est  redige  oonme  suit: 

4.  TOUR  IPS  raenbrec  de  I'Organipution  devraient 
s'enarnger  K  acceptor  lee  decisions  du  Consoil  do  S6- 
curltc~et  n,  lee  executor  oonformement  aux  dispositions 
de  In,  Charte. 

PlusieurE  amendementr,  au  pnrnprripho  4  ont  eto  presentes 
au  Oomit^^par  dif  ferents  c'eleguc's.  L'un  de  cot:  ^amendements 
attribuc  a  I'Asr.pmblee  (Jen^rnlc  le  pouvoir  de  reviser  les 
decicions  du  Con&eil;   un  autre  donne  aux  menbres  de  1! Or- 
ganisation IP  droit  ^d'appel  nour  l^c  cjue-tionc  n'exigeant 
pas  dec  nesurec  imn^diates;  un  troisieme  llmito  au  de- 
cisions qui  pourront  etro  prices  en  application  des  torsos 
du  Chapitre  VIII  der,  Propositirne  dp  Dumbarton  Oain^l'o- 
bllgr.tion  ou  sent  loc  Etatp-membree  cl'accopter  le^^  decisions 
du  Conseil  de  Securit6. 

Aucur.  des  amendements  pr^poce^  n'cnt  adopte  par^e  Conite 
III/l.   Flusieurs  questions"  de  redaction  eont  accentees  dans 
la  scule  intention  de  lee;  soumettre  au  Cr-rt;it6  de  Coordination 
de  la  Conference.   Le  vnte  du  CorittS  III/l  r,ur  le  paragrqphe 
4  de  la  Section  B,  Chapitre  VI  dee  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  a  pour  rceultat  1' adoption  du  text*  original  de  oe 
paragraphe. 

Le  par-'x^r^phe  5  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VI  est 
redige  cbmme  cult: 

5.  Afin  de  favoricer  I1 otablissement  et  le  maintien 
de  la  pnix  et  de  In  eecurite  Internationales,  en  con- 
cacrant  une  proportion  aussi  faiblo  que  possible  dec 
receourceo  hunainec  et  econoniquen  aux  armements,  le 
Onneeil  de  Securite,  avec  I1 aide  du  Conite  d'Ftat-MaJor 
vise  au  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  B,  parigrajjhe  9,  devrait 

etre  oharg^  d!elaborer  des  plans  pour  I1 etabliesement 
d'un  systeme  de  reglemontation  dec  armeinente,  et  de  les 
snumettre  aux  nembres  de  I1 Organ! sat ion. 

Un  amendement  au  paragraphe  5  a  etc  precente,  visant  p 
reserver  exolusivenent  aux  gouverneiaentP  la  fabrication  dee 
armeinents,  raais  le  Comlte  ne  l!a  pas  adopte.  Le  vote?  aur 
le  paragraphe  5,  Section  B,  Chapitre  VI  des  Propositions  de 
Dumbarton  Oaks  a  pour  resultat  lf adoption  du  texte  original 
de  oe  paragraphe  sans  modification. 
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Plusieurs  paragraphes  addltlonnels  ont  Ite  proposes  pour 
la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VI.  Plusieurs  de  ces  amendements 
ont  ete  retires  par  les  d^legues  qul  les  avaient  presentee. 
En  consequence,  le  Conitl  nfa  que  deux  amondements  k  disouter. 
Le  prenier  vise  a  attribcer  au'Conseil^de  Seourite  le  pouvoir 
d'iinposer  I1 execution  des  decisions  definitives  de  la  Oour 
Permanente  de  Justice  Internationale  ou  de  tout  autre  tri- 
bunal dont  la  competence  en  I'espece  auralt  ete^reconnue 
par  les  Etats  parties  a  un  differend.  Le  deuxleme  amendement 
se  rapporte  a  la  -oarticipation  du  Consell  de  Securite  a  la 
procedure  d1 election  des  Juges  de  la  Cour  Permanent 9 ^de  Ju- 
stice Internationale,  qul  devrait  avoir  lieu  conformement  au 
Statut  de  la  Cour.  Le  Comite  vote  sur  les  deux  amendemcnts. 
Le  premier  est  re J ete  .  Le  second  amendement  propose  par 
le  delcgue  de  la  Norvege  fut  adopte  a  I'unanlmlte.  II  est 
con9u  comrae  suit: 

"Le  Conseil  de  Securite  partlcipe  a  I1 election  des 
Juges  de  la  Cour  Internationale  de  Justice  con- 
formement au  Statut  de  la  Cour. w 

De  cette  manlfere,  l!oxamen  par  le  Comite  III/l  de  la 
Section  B,  Chapitre  VI,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 
prit  virtuellement  fin  a  la  Quatorzieme  Seance  du  Comitet  ^11 
restait  cependant  trols  amendements  dont  I1 examen  avalt  ete 
remis  par  le  Comlt6  Jusqu'a  cr  que  le  Comit6  II/2  ait  ter- 
mini ses  travaux  sur  les  amendements  proposes  au  Chapitre  V, 
Section  B.  Le  premier  amendement  se  rapportalt  au  paragraphe 
1  de  la  Sectlon^B,  Chapitre  VI,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks  et  visait  a  llmiter  a  un  terme  de  hult  ans  le  mandat 
prlmltlf  du  Consell  de  Securite  de  maintenir  la  palx  et  la 
securlto  Internationales.  Les  deux  autres  amendements,  relatif£ 
au  paragraphe  4  de  la  Section  B,  tendalent  a  donner  a  I'As- 
seniblee  &enerale  le  drolt  de  statuer  sur  les  decisions  du 
Consell  de  Securitl  et  a  reoonnaltre  aux  Membres  de  I1 Or- 
ganisation un  droit  d'appel  a  l!Assemblee  Glnerale  pour  les 
questions  qui  ne  necessitent  pas  une  action  immediate.  A  la 
Vingt-et-unieme  S^nnce  du  Comitl  III/l,  tenue  le  13  Juin  1945, 
le  premier  de  oes  amendements  fut  mis  aux^voix  et  rejete;  les 
deux  autres  furent  retires  par  les  delegues  respectifs. 

Le^texte  de  la'Section  B,  sous  la  forme  approuvee 
le  Comite  et  comt)renant  I'anendenent  canadlen,  est  redige 
conme  suit: 

1,  Afin  d1 assurer  I1 action  aaplde  et  efficaoe  de 
lf Organisation,  ses  membres  doivent  conferer,  dans  la 
Charte,  au  Consell  de  Securltl  la  responsabllite  es- 
sentlelle  pour  le  maintlen  de  la  palx  et  de  la  securitl 
Internationales,  et  reoonnaltre  que,  en  s'aoqulttant 
des  devoirs  que  lui  impose  cette  responsabilltei  le 
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Conseil  ^de  S$ourit6  aglt  en  leur  nom.  Lg  Conseil  de 
Security  floumet  5  l!As^embl6e  &6n6rale>  pour  examen  . 
des  rapports  annuele  et  en  oas  de  besoln.  des  rapports 
speolaux- 

2.  En  s'aoqulttant  de  oes  devoirs,  le  Ccnsell  de 
Security  dolt  aglr  cnnformement  aux  buts  et  prlnolpee 
de  I1  Organisation. 

3.  Les  pouvolre  proprea  conferee  au  ConeeiJ  de 
Seourlte  ^d*  lal  pemdttrc  do  r.'-.ogult-er  -de*  cec 

cont  .deflnle  au  Chapltre  VIII  ^ 


4.  Toue  lea  membres  de  I1  Organisation  devralent 
s1  engager  a  accepter  lee  d&olclons  du  Conseil  de  S£- 
ourlt£  et  a  lee  executer  oonformement  aux  dispositions 
de  la  Chart  e. 

5.  Afln  c.e  favorlser  lfetabliseement  et  le  malntien 
de  la  paix  et  tie  la  securlte  Internationales,  en  con- 
saorant  une  proportion  aussi  faible  que  possible  des 
ressouroes  huralnee  et  £conomlquee  aux  armements,  le 
Oonsell  de  B^jurlt^,  aveo  I1  aide  du  Comlt6  d'Etat- 


Major  vls6  av.  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  B,  paragraphe  9, 
devralt  etre  ch«ifig6  d  elaborer  dee  plans  pour  I1  eta- 
bllssement  <3,fun  systeme  de  rbglementation  dee  arme- 
ments, et  elf  les  eoumettre  aux  membres  de  1*  Organisation. 

6.  Itf  Conseil  de  Securltl  particlpe  a  I1  election 
des  Juges  de  la  Cour  Internationale  de  Justice  con- 
formement  au  Statut  de  la  Cour. 
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SECTION  C  du  Chapitre  VI 

La  discussion  generale  de  la  Section  C  du  Chapitre  VI 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oa<ts  supplement^   a  la  Con- 
ference de  Crimee,  a  oommenc£  k  la  neuvieme  stance  du  Comite 
III/l  et  s'est  poursuivie  au  cours  des  deux  stances  sulvantes 
de  ce  Comite. 

Le  texte  de  la  Section  C  est  le  suivant: 
Section  0.  Vote 

1.  Chaque  membre  du  Conseil  de  Seourlte  devrait  avoir 
Tine  voix. 

2.  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securite  sur  les ^ questions 
de  procedure  devraient  etre  prises  k  la  majorite  de  sept 
voix. 

3.  Les  decisions  du  Conseil^de  Securite^  sur  toutes  les 
aulres  questions  devraient  etre  prises  a  la  majorite ^de 
supt  voix  dont  celles  dec  membres  perinanents,  sous  re- 
serve que,  pour  les  decisions  vi^ees  au  Chapitre  VIII, 
Sec:. Ion  A  et  dans  la  deu::ieme  phrase  du  Paragraphe  1  du 
Chapitre  VIII,  Section  Cf  une  partle  a  un  differend  dcv- 
ralt  s'abstenir  de  voter. 

Les  amendements  proposes  se  rapportent  aux  paragranhes 
*  2  et  3  de  la  Section  C.  ^L'lnteret  manifesto  par  toutes  les 
delegations  k  la  redaction  de  la  Srotion  C  du^Chapitre  VI ^ 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks  supplementee  k  la  Confe- 
rence de  Crimee,  m!a  amene  a  donner  dans  le  present  rapport 
le  texte  integral  dee  amendenents  proposes  par  les  delegations 
sulvantes: 

UAustralle,  Le  Erecil,  Cuba.  1'Equateur,  I'E^ypte.  le  Salvador, 
I'Ethiopie,  la  France,  la  Qrece,  le  Guatemala,  1'Iran,  les 
Pays-Bas,  la  Norvege,  le  Commonwealth  des  Philippines,  ^Uru- 
guay et  le  Venezuela.  La  France  avalt  present e  un  amendoment, 
xnais  ayant  Indiqu6  dans  le  memorandum  qui  accompagnalt  sa 
proposition  d! amendeinent  quc,  pendant  la  periode  suivant  la 
fin  de  la  guerre,  le  malntien  de  la  paix  dependra  avant  tout 
de  I1 accord  entre  les  grandes  puissances,  et  que  par  conse- 
quent elle  s'abstiendrait  de  proposer  quo!  que  ce  soit  qui 
puisse  compronettre  cet  accord,  la  Prance,  ^  cours  des  de- 
bats  donna  son  adhesion  au  texte  de  Yalta. 

Des ^objections  furent  souleveoe  par  de  nombreux  del^gues 
au  Comite  contre  le  texte  propose  et  plus  particulierement 
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centre  la  partie  qul  eoumet  trait  la  procedure  des  reglenents 
paclfiquee  (Chepltre  VIII,  Section  A)  a  la  regie  de  I'unanimitl 
des  membres  permanents  du  Coneell  de  Securite. 

A  la  neuvieme  seance  ^u  Comite  III/l,  le  Delerrue  de  la 
Nouvelle-Zelande  a  souleve  la  question  du  fonotionhement  C:i 
fldroit  de  veto11  des  membres  permanents  du  Oonsell  de  Securite 
relativement  a  la  Section  A  du  Chapitre  VIII.  II  exprlnia 
l^spolr  que  les  representants  c'es  gouvernements^  lnvlt<.\nts 
seraient  disposes  a  donner  une  explication  complete  a  ce  su- 
Jet.  '  Les  debate  qul  sfen  suiviront  fu^ent  peu  concluants  et 
par  consequent  le  Comlte  decida  de  nommer  un  Sous-comito 
(Ill/l/fe)  comprenant  les  Delegues  de  I'Australle.  Cuba,  Egyote, 
Grece,  Pays-Bas,  le  Rapporteur  ainsi  que  les  Delegues  des 
gouvernements  invitants^et  la  France,  afln  d1  elucider  lee  am~ 
blguitec  qui  ee  sont  presentees  au  cours  du  - 
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A  BE  premiere  reunion  le  Souc-corAte  donida  QUF  les 
questions  concernant  1«  Section  0  du  Oliapl^re  VI,  oue  les 
mombres  du  Sous-cordte  autres  que  les  representants  des 
gouvernenents  Invitar.ts,  deslreralrnt  presenter,  devraient 
etre  soumises  au  Secretariat  qui  Ire  classera  afln  d'ellmlner 
les  doubles  snplols  et  do  presenter  un  document  conplet  ex- 
posant  ces  questions.  De  cotto  fa9on,  un  questionnaire  a  ete 
prcpar^  et  present^  le  9.?.  -mil  IS  45,  aux  representants  des 
gouvernr  merits  invltante,  au  SouE-corlte.  Le  7  Juln  1945  le 
Soue-coralte  r^?ut  la  r^-oonr*  ^  ce  questionnaire  eous  la  forme 
d!une  declaration  commune  et  unailne  des  Delegations  des 
gouvernements  invitants  accompaernr/e  de  I1  approbation  de  la 
France. 

Les  textes  du  questionnaire  et  de  la  declaration  sont 
Joints  au  present  rapport.  (Doc.  855  et  852). 

Apres  avoir  m9u  les  documents  susner.tionnes,  le  Con;ltc 
III/l  ro^rit  a  sa  Reizleme  snance,  la  dipcussion  de  la  Sec- 
tion ^C  du  Chapitre  VI  et  en  particulier  les^questlons  pre- 
sentees aux  puissances  ^Invitants  et  de  la  declaration  prcm- 
ree  pnr  celles-cl  en  reoonce  a  cee  questions.  D1  importantes 
allocutions  ont  ete  presentnec  tour  et  contre  ledlt  "drolt  de 
veto". 

Pour  coneultrr  les  resumes  des  allocutions  dec  diffe- 
rentes  delegations  sur  oe  sujet  se  r^ferer  au:c  comptec-rcndue 


--,---., ,-*  ,-„.  ^    --^  .  ..,          ., 

Delegue  de  I'Austr'-.lle  a  presente'dos  observations  par  ecrit 
sur  la  declaration  des  quatre  puissances  Invitantcc,  qui^furent 
annexees  au  proces-verbal  de  la  cci'iieme  seanoe  du  Comlte 
III/l,  sur  sa  demande.  (volr  Doc.  897). 
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Au  oours  des  debats  plusleurs  delegues  indiquerent  qu'lls 
serai en t  plus  enclins  a  accepter  les  dispositions  de  vote 
proposees  si  la  revision  de  la  Charte  par  une  autre  Conferen- 
ce des  Nations  Unies  est  rendue  possible.  II s  exprlmerent 
ljesppir  qujune  telle  revision  de  la  Charte  ne  sera  pas  sou- 
mlse  a  la  rc^le  de/lIunanlmlte  des  membres  permanenta  du 
Conseil  de  Socurlte. 

II  7  eut  egalement  des  discussions  relatives  aux  effets 
que  produlront  lf abstention  de  membres  du  Conseil,  et  plus 
particuHiersment  1 'abstention  des  membres  permanents,  con- 
formeinent  aux  termes  du  paragraphe  3,  Section  C,%du  Chapifcre 
6,  sur  les  pouvoirs  du  Conseil  de  proceder  aux  reglements 
paclfiques  prevus  a  la  Section  C  du  Chapitre  VIII. 

Ces  discussions, ^y  comprls  les  remarques  du  Delegue  des 
Etats-Unis  sont  resumes  dar-is  le  proces  verbal  de  la  20eme 
seance ,   (Doc ,  96? • ) 

L'Amendement  de  I1 Australia,  dont  le  but  etait^d'empS- 
cher  le  drolt  de  veto  de  sTexerccr  sur  toutes  les  decisions 
du  Conseil  de  Securite  relatives  au  rbglement  paclfique 
fut  enfln  mis  aux  volx  au  Comite  III /I.  Etant  donne  qu*un 
autre  comlte  s'etait  charge  d1 examiner  quelfjues-unes  des 
dispositions  contcnues  dar«a  1 ' ainenclement  prcaente  primltlve- 
ment  par  I1 Australia  modifla  son  amendement  oomnie  suit,  A 
la  fin  du  paragraphe  2>  de  la  Section  C,  du  Chapitre  VI, 
ajouter  ce  qul  suit: 

Les  Decisions  prises  par  le  Conseil  do  Securite  dans 
I'exerclce  de  scs  fonctions,  devoirs  et  pouvoirs  prevue  a 
la  Section  A  du  Chapitre  VIII,  seront  conslderees  comme  des 
decisions  en  matlere  de  procedure. 

J1 attire  tout  specialemont  lf attention  sur  le  resultat 
du  vote  sur  I1 amendement  austral ien,  car  11  fut  considere 
comme  to  exemple  typique  a  I'og^rd  des  autres  amendements 
proposes  par  la  Section  C^  du  Ghapitre  VI.  En  fait,  les 
autres  amendements  proposes  s'eoartalent  't)ien  davantage  du 
texte  original  de  la  Section  C  ^ue  I1 amendement  australlen 
no  semblait  le  faire,  L'avis  general  du  Comite  III/l  est 
blen  evident  a  cet  egard:  et  c'est  pour  cela  que  les  autres 
amendeiaonts  ne  fiirent  pas^ls^aux  volx,  quoiqu'll  n!y  en^ 
eut  que  quelques  uns  do^oliberement  retires  par  les  delegues 
qui  les  avaient  presentes. 

L1 amendement  australlen  fut  jfejcte  a  la  dlx-neuvleme 
seance  du  Comite,  le  12  juin,  19^5^  par  le  vote  suivant. 
10  volx  affirmatives,  20  negatives  et  15  abstentions. 
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Los  volx  affirmatives  etalent  les  suivantes:  t'Aus- 
tralie,  Brosil,  Chill,  Colombie,  Cuba,  Iran,  Mcxique,  fr-.ys- 
Bas,  Nouvelle-Zelande,  Panama. 


voix  negatives  etalent  le  suivantos:  Republique 
Sovietique  Soclaliste  de  la  Russie  Blanche,  Chine,  Costa 
Rica,  Tchecoslovaqule,  Danemark,  Republique  Dominicaine, 
Prance,  Honduras,  Llban,  Liberia,  Nicaragua,  Norvcge,  Common- 
wealth dos  Philippines,  Republique  sovietlque/  socialist 
de  IJUkraine,  Union  Sud-Africaine,  Union  des  Republiques 
Sovletiques  Sooialistes,  Royaume-Unl,  Etats-Unis,  Uruguay, 
Yougoslavie. 

Los  abstentions  etaient  les  suivantes:  Argentine,  Bel- 
gique,  Bolivle,  Canada,  Ethiopie,  Orece,  Guatemala,  Incles, 
Ira^,  Luxembourg,  Perou,  Arable  Saudite,  Syrie,  Turquie, 
Venezuela. 

Le  Delegue  du  Salvador  declara  a  la  seance  suivante  du 
Comite/III/l  qu!il  regrettait  de  ne  pas  avoir  pu  assister 
a  la  soance  lofrsque  I'amendement  de  l!Australle  fut  mis 
aux  volx  et  que  s'll  avalt  ete  present  11  auralt  vote  pour 
cet  amcndement  . 

Lo  textc  original^  de  la  Section  C  fut  ensulte  mis  aux 
voix  au  cours  de  la  20cme  seance  du  Coinlte,  le  13  juln  19^5* 
Le  vote  fut  pris  a  mains  levees  poiir  les  paragraphcs  1  et 
2,  ot  j  par  appel  nominal,  pour  le^paragrapho  3  >  par  suite 
d'une  motion  presentee  par  le  delegue  de  la  Belglque. 

Le  Paragraphe  1  de  la  Section  C  fut  adopte  a  l!unanimlte 
avec  33  voix  affirmatives. 

Lo  paragraphe  2  fut  adopte  par  30  voix  contre  1. 

Le  vote  par  appel  nominal  du  paragraphe  3,  donna  les 
resultats  suivants:  30  volx  pour,  2  contre,  15  abstentions 
ct  3  absences. 

Les  voix  affirmatives  etalent  les  suivantes:  Bresil, 
Russie  Blanche,  Canada,  Chine,  Costa  Rica,  Tohcooslovaciuie, 
Danemark,  Ropubllque  Domlnicaine^  Ethiopie,  Prance,  Grece, 
Honduras,  Inde,  Iraq,  Llban,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Nicaragua, 
Norvege,  Commonwealth1  des  Philippines,  Syrie,  Turquie,  Re- 
publique de  1  'Ukraine,  Union  Suu-Africaine,  Union  des  Re- 
publiques Sovletiques  Soclalistes,  Royaume-Urii,  Etats-Dnis 
dlAmerique,  Uruguay,  Venezuela,  et  Yougoslavle. 

Les  volx  negatives  etalent  celles  do  la  Colorable  et  de 
Cuba.  Lear  s  delegues  respectlfs  cnt  presente  dos  declarations 


728 

ecrites  expllquant  leur  attitude.  Les  abstentions  e talent 
les  sulvantes:  Argentine,  Australie,  Belglque,  Bollvle, 
Chili,  Egypte,  Salvador,  Guatemala,  Iran,  Mexlque,  Pays- 
Bas,  Nouvelle-Zelande,  Panama,  Paraguay  et  Perou. 

Les  dclegues  absents  etalcnt  ceux  do  1'Equateur,  df Haiti 
et  de  1' Arable  Saudlte* 

Le  Dclegue  d?Haltl  a  subsequemment  adresse  uno  lettre 
au  President  declarant  qu'il  n'avait  ^as  pu  8tre  present 
a  la  Seance,  mals  quo  sfil  l!avait  etc,  11  aurait  vote  pour 
1 ' amcndencnt . 

Lo  toxtc  original  do  la  Section  C,  du  Chapitre  VI  sur 
le  vote  fut  adopto  sans  modification  et  demourc  corame  suit: 

1.  Chaquc  membre  du  Conscll  de  Securite  devrait  avoir 
une  voix. 

2.  Les  decisions  du  Consoil  de  Secuplte  sur  les^ques- 
tions  de  procedure  devraicnt  6tre  prises  a  la  major ite  de 
sept  volx. 

3.  Les  decisions  du  Consoil  do  Securite  sur  toutes  les 
autres  questions  devralent  Stre  prises  a  la  majorite  de  sept 
voix  dont  cellos  des  membres  permanents,  sous  cette  reserve 
que,  pour  les  decisions  visees  au  Chapitre  VIII,  Section  A 
et  dans  la  deuxieme  phrase  du  paragraphe  1,  du  Chapitre  VIII, 
Section  C,  une  partle  a  un  differend  devrait  s'abstenir  de 
voter. 
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SECTION  D  DU  OHAPITlg  VI  w 

Le  Comittf  III/l  a  eommenc^  I'examen  et  la  discussion  de 
la  Section  D.  Chapltre  VI,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 
le  22  mai  1945,  &  sa  douzi&me  stance. 

Le  premier  paragraphe  de  la  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI  est 
ainsi  oonpu: 

SECTION  D.  Procedure 

1.   Le  Conseil  de  S£curit6  devrait   §tre  organist 
de  manifere  &  pouvolr  fonctionner  de  fa9on  continue, 
ut  chaque  Etat  raembre  du  Conseil  de  S^curite  devrait 
avoir  une  representation  permanente  au  slfege  de  lf  Or- 
ganisation. II  pourrs.it  so  r6unir  en  tels  autres  lioux 
qu'il  jugerait  les  plus  propres  &  facilitor  sa  tfiche. 
Dos  reunions  auxquollus  chaque  Etat  membre  du  Conseil 
de  S^curitu  pourrait,  s'il  le  deslraitr  se  falre 
repr6sentor  par^un  ra^mbro  du  gouvernement  ou  un  autre 
rcpresentant  spuclal,  devraient  avoir  lieu  p^rlodiquemont. 


II  n!a  dtd  propoo6  &  ce  paragrapho  qn'un  amondement 
d'cprfes  lequel  le  Conseil  de  S6curit£  devralt  se  rdunlr 
tous  les  trois  mols.  LTobservation  a  ete  f£.fte  (Sgalement 
quo  le  texts  du  Paragrapho  1  do  la  Section  D  cite  ci-dessus 
n'dlucldo  pas  les  deaths  quant  h  la  continuity  des  r6unions 
du.  Conseil  de  Securlte,  ou  &  leur  perlodlcitfi. 

Apr&s  une  brfcve  discussion  sur  ces  questions,  le  texte 
original  du  paragraphe  a  ete  adopti  sans  chongement.  ^ne 
question  par  le  D(5logu6  de  la  Norvege  concernant  la  redaction 
de  la  duuxi&me  phrase  de  ce  m§me  paragraphe  1  a  6t&  renvoy^e 
au  Comlto  do  Redaction. 

Le  deuxifeme  paragraphe  de  la  Suction  D,  Chapitre  VI, 
des  Propositions  do  Dumbarton  Oaks,  est  redig6  comme  suit 

2.   Le  Conseil  de  S^curlte  devrait  avoir  le  pouvoir 
d'instituer  los  orgonlsmes  ou  offices  qu'il  juge 
n6cessalres  h  I1  accompli  ssement  de  ses  fonctions,  y 
qomprls  dcs  Sous-corn!  tds  regionaux  du  Comlte  d'EtaL- 
Hajor. 

Un  seul  omendement  h  ce  paragraphe  a  6te  propose  par 
los  quatre  puissances  Invitantes,  visant  JL  supprlmer  la 
dernl&re  parti©  du  paragraphe,  h  savoir:  !ly  compris  des 
Sous-corn!  t^s  r^gionaux  du  Comit£  d1  Etat  -Major."  Get  amendement 
a  6t6  adoptd. 

Le  troisi&me  paragrapne  de  la  Section  D,  Chapitre  VI, 
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eat  ainsi  0011911: 

3.   Le  Coneeil  de  S^curitrf  ^evrsit  adopter  see  oropres  rfegles 
de  procedure,   y  compris  la  manlfere  de  choisir  son  President. 


Aucun  amendement  n'a  dt£  prdsentrf  au  aujet  de  ce  paragraphs; 
en  consequence,   lors  du  vote,   le  paregrpphe  a  4^4  adaptrf  sans 
modification. 

Le   texte  du  ppr-?.praohe  4  de  la  Section  D,   Chapltre  VI,   est 
le   sulvant: 

4.    Tout  membre  de  I1  Organisation  devralt  participer  &  la  dis- 
cussion de  toute  question  soumlse  au  C  or.se  il  de  Securlttf, 
chaque  fols  que  le  Coneell  de  Srfcurite?  Juge  que  les  int£r8ts 
de  ce  merrbre  de  I1  Organisation  ee  trouvent  particuliferement 
affecttfs. 

Le   texte  du  jaragraohe  suivent,  A   savoir  le  paragrsohe  5, 
Section  D,   Chapltre  VI  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,   est 
le   sulvant: 


5.    Tout  membre  de  I1  Organisation  qui  n'est  pas 
au  Conseil  de   Seteurlt^  et  touc  Et6t  n  m-menbre  de   ^Or- 
ganisation,   sfll  est  partle  &  un  dlff^rend  exanln^  prr  le 
Conseil  de  S^curit£,   devrnit  Stre   invit^  h  p^rticiper  fe  la 
discussion  ayant  trait  Jt  oe  diff^rend. 

Si  Jfai  reprodult   successivement  les  paragrrohes  4  et  5, 
c'est  pr.rce   que   tous  deux  trnitent  des  cr.s  c^ns  lesqu--:ls  une 
pprticiprtion  temporalre  dfun  Etat  non-merbre  fiu  C.onseil  est 
perrrlse  dans  les.  discussions  de  celui-ci. 

Les  amendements   soumis   h.  I'expraen  du  Cor.ititJ  au  sujat  des  prr 
graphes  4  et  5  de  la  Section  D  comprennont  les  propositions  sui 
: 

Reconnoitre  rux  parties  ^i  un  diffcfrond,  un  statut  ^gal, 
correspondent  ^  celul  des  merbres  titulpires  du  Conseil 
de  S^curlttf; 


b)  Inviter  tout  membre  des  Nations  Unies  non 

au  Conseil  de  Sdcurittf  ft.  envoyer  un  repr^s^ntr  nt^pour 
singer  comme  membre  du  Conseil  pendant  les  deliberations 
sur  dee  questions  touch^nt  las  int^r&ts  de  oe  mer.bre; 

c)  AJ  outer  au  prr°grnphe  5  la  phrase  suivante:    "Dans  le  CP,S 

d!un  Etat  non-membre,   le  Conseil  do  Sdcurit£r  flxera  les 
conditions  qu1!!  estinern.  Justes  pour  In  participation  de 
oet  Etat.M 


d)     Inviter  tout  Etit,   membre  ou  non-membre  des  Nations 
tlnl28|     &  envoypr  '-^un}  re^rtfeentaAt;     pour  singer  comme 


4944 


731 
menibre  du  Conseil  de  S^curite  pendant  I'exanren 

d'un  differend  int6ressant  1'Etat  en  question; 

e)  Inviter  pareillement  tout  Etat,  alors  m§ine  qu'il 
ne  serait^pas  partle  au  differend,.  chaque  fois 
que  les  decisions  qui  pourraient  etre  prases  au 
snjet  de  ce  differend  affecteraient  ses  interSts; 

f )  Mettre  toutes  les  parties  k  un  differend  sur  un 
pied  df<5galit6; 

g)  Reconnattre  qufll  suffira,  pour  £tablir  que 
I1 occasion  doit  etre  fournie  a  un  mambre  de 
I'Or-ganisacion  de  participer  aux  deliberations  du 
Conseil  de  S£curit6  sur  des  questions  touchant 
sp^cialemcnt  les  int£r§ts  dudr.t  membre,  d? avoir 
les  opinions  concordantes  de  deux  membres  du 
Conseil  et  du  membre  interesse  de  lf organisation; 

h)   Adopter  la  ai§me  disposition  pour  les  cas  prevus 
au  paragraphe  5  de  la  Section  E,  Chapitro  VI; 

l)   Stipuler  qufune  minor ltd  sp^ciale  de  menbres 

suffira  TJOUT  permet'cre  h  un  Etat  dont  lus  int^rets 
sont  en  causa  clans  uno  question,  do  prcndre  part 
au:  deliberations  sur  ladite  question  au  Conseil 
de  s£cur~t£,  sans  avoir  le  droit  do  vote; 

j)   Stipuler  cufun  Etat  non  repr£aent£  au  Conseil  de 
S^curice  et  qui  est  par tie  h  un  diff6rend  devra 
avoir  le  droit  c?e  participer,  sans  droit  de 
vote,  a^ix  d^l-b^-rations  du  Conseil  relatives 
&  ce  differend; 

k)   Stipuler  cue  les  parties  h  un  differond,  qurils 
soient  ou  non  membres  du  Conse?!  de  S£curit6, 
devront  Stra  sur  un  pied  df£galite  quant  aux 
deliberations  et  quant  au  droit  de  vote. 

L'amendemont  propose  comme  addition  au  paragraphe  5  et 
que  j'ai  cit^  i  la  lettre  c)  a  ete  pr£sent6  par  les  ouatre 
puissances  invitant.es  et  le  Conite  III/l  lfa  adopt6  et 
incorporo  audit  paragraphe  pour  servir  de  b^,3^  de  discussion. 
Par  la  suite,  cetce  addition  a  ete  adopt »ae  aefinitivement  par 
le  Ccmita;  en  conseguence,  le  pcragraphe  5,  Section  D,  tel 
qufil  a  ^t^  approuve  par  le  Cornit^  est  ainsi  con9u: 

5-   Tout  membre  de  lr Organisation  qui  n!est  pas  repr6- 
sent-e  au  Conseil  de  S6curite  et  tout  Etat  non 
membre  de  lf Organisation,  sfil  est  partie  h  un 
differend  examin6  par  le  Conseil  de  S6curit6, 
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devrait  Stre  invJt$  It  parciciper  &  la  discuss"  on 
ayant  trait  &  oe  diff^rend.  Dans  ^e  cas  dju£  ;itot 
non-uembre,  le  Consell  de  S^curll'6  stlpulbra 
Tes  oondlclpns  gu'il  esTImera  duvoir  'ToriSuTer 
a.  la  participation  de  cet  Etat. 

Quelques-uns  dos  autres  amendements  aux  deux  paragraphes 
4,ot  5  d©  la^  Section  D  on-  et6  renvoy6s  pour  6tude  et  discus- 
sion au  Sous  -c  omit  5  III/l/B.  Un  certain  nombro  de  ces  omen- 
dements  ont  eta  retires.  Un  soul  omendument,  r^sumS  & 
I'allnda  f!kft  pr6sunt6  par  lo  Canada,  a  fait  I'objot  d'un 
voto  du  Comit^  III/l;  11  a  6t6  rejete  pai1  19  voix  contre  10. 
Cet  amendemont  frisait  aussi  6tat  des  iduos  oxprlraeos  par 
leeD6l6gu(?ed<3s  Pa/s-Baset  du  Liberii.Le  O^nlta  a  ed'-pte  le  texte  < 
Paragraphs  4  do  la  Section  D  saus  modification.  Lo  texte  du 
Paragraphe  5,  tel  qufil  a  6t6  approuve  par  lu  ComitcS,  a 
reprodult 


La  Section  D.  Chapitre  VI,  des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton 
Oaks,  tolle  qu'elle  a  et6  d^flnitivemenc  ndoptde  par  lo 
Comit£  III/l  oct  ainsi  conpue" 

Section  D.  Proc6durg 

1.  Le  Conseil  de  S€curit6  devrait  Gtre  organic^  do 
manl&re  h  pouvoir  fonctionner  de  fr;con  continue,  ot 
chaque  Etat  membre  du  Consoll  de  Security  devrait  avoir 
une  representation  permanente  au  s.lbge  de  I1  Organ!  sat  ion. 
II  pourralt  se  r£unir  en  tels  autres  lleux  qu^ll  juperait 
les  plus  propres  &  faclllter  sa  tficl'io.  Dos  reunions 
auxquelles  chaque  Etat  inembre  du  Conseil  de  SdcurlttS 
pourrait,  s'il  le  d6slrait,  so  faire  repr^sentur  par 

un  mombre  du  gouvernement  ou  un  autro  ropr^sontont 
special,  devralent  avoir  lieu  p(Sriodlquemont. 

2.  Le  Conseil  de  SocurltS  devrait  avoir  le  pouvoir 
dfinstituer  los  organismos  ou  offices  qu'll  juge  ne- 
cessaires  h  I1  accompli  ssoment  do  ses  fonctlons. 

3-   Lo  Conseil  de  Sdcurlt6  devrait  -adopter  ses  propres 
r&gles  do  procedure,  y  compris  la  mani^re  de  choislr  son 
President. 

4.   Tout  membre  de  lf  Organ!  sat  Ion  duvrait  participer  ^ 
la  discussion  de  toute  question  soumise  au  Conseil  de 
S^curittJ,  chaque  fols  que  le  Consoil  de  S^curite  jugu 
que  les  int^r@ts  de  ce  mombre.de  lf  Organisation  se 
trouvont  particulibroment  affect^s. 


5.  Tout  membre  de  1!  Organ!  Cation  qui  n'est  pas  repre- 
sente  au  Oonseil  de  Securite  et  tout  Etat  non-membre 
de  I1  Organ!  nation,  s'il  est  partie  a  un  differend  exa- 
mine par  le  Cpnsell  de  Securite,  devrait  etre  invite 
&  participor  a  la  discussion  ayant  trait  a  ce  diffe- 
rend.  Dans  le  oas  dfun  Etat  non-membre,  le  Conseil  de 
Securite  stipulera  les  conditions  qu'll  estiraera  devoir 
formuler  a  la  participation  de  cet  Etat. 

Rapport  s  du  Oonseil  de  Securite  a  I'Assemblee  3-enerale 

Le  Comite  de  Direction  avalt  refere  au  Conite^  III/l  deux 
questions  importantes.   L'une  d1  elles  avait  trait  a  la  soumis- 
sion  de  rapports  par  le  Conseil  de  Securite  a  ^Aseemblee^e- 
nerale.  Le  Souc-comlte  III/l/C  fut  etibli  dans  lexbut  d^tudier 
cette  question  en  consultation  avec  les  Sous-comites  compc- 
tents  du  Comitr  II/°,.   Le  resultat  dp  lour  travail  fut  une  nou- 
velle  redaction  du  para^rnphe  8,  Section  B,  Ch.0.pitre  V,  qui 
fut  adopte  pur  le  Oonlt^  JI/3  avec  de  logores  nodlflcntione. 
Oe  texte  dcja^modifi^  fut  soumin  iu  Conlte  III/l  accompagne 
d'une  lntorr>r.et^tion  dej'^.  adoptee  par  le  Comit£  II/2.  Apres 
exarnon  le  Comite  III/l  adopta  u  une  najcrite  do  34  voix  le 
texte^du  paragrnphe  8,  Srcoion  B,  Ch^Ditre  V  et  nuGfil  I1  in- 
terpretation de  ce  mene  pir^gr^phe  approuv^  par  le  Conite  II/2. 
Le  tcxte  clu  nouvrau  pnragr'iphe  8  approuve  par  le  Conite  III/l 
est  roproduit  ci 


!I80  II  appartient  a  I'Assemblee  Oenerale  de  recevoir  et 
d1  examiner  dps  rapports  annuels  et  des  rapports  speciaux 
emanant  du  Ccnseil  de  Securite;  ces  rapports  devront  rendre 
compte  des^mesures  adopters  ou  appliquees  par  le  Conseil 
de  Securite,  pour  le  maintien  dR  la  palx  et  la  securite 
Internationales  . 

II  appartient  k  I'Asseiablee  (Jenor^le  de  recevoir  et 
d1  examiner  les  rapports  emanant  d!autres  organismes  de 
I1  Organisation.  " 

L1  interpretation  suivante  de  ce  paragraphe  a  ete  admlse 
par  le  Comite: 

"Le  paragraphe  8  nc  llmite  aucunement  les  pouvolrs  de  I'As- 
semblee,  tels  qu'ils  sont  exposes  aux  para^raphcs  1  et  6, 
et  par  consequent,  lorsque  1!  Assemble^  G-enerale  examine 
les  rapports  du  Conseil  de  Securite,  'elle  pout  exeroer  les 
pouvoire  de  discussion  et  do  recommandation  enonces  dans 
ces  pnr  agr  aphe  s  .  " 

ELECTION  DU  SECRETAIRE-GENERAL 

La  seconde  question  importante  referee  par  le  Comite  de 
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Direction  au  Comit£  III/l  oonoerne  lf Election  du  Seoretalre- 
G-eneral.  Le  Comite  etalt  tout  epeoialement  oharg£  d1 examiner 
les  mots:  "Par  un  vote  afflrmatlf  de  sept  membres11  qul  appa- 
ralesent  au  paragraphs  4,  Section  B,  Chapltre  V  des  Proposi- 
tions de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  paragraphe  approuve  par  le  Comite  II/l, 
le  25  mal  1945. 

Le  Oomlte  III/l  ayant  dejk  adopt!  le  texte  original  de  la 
Section  C,  Chapitre  VI  .des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  tel 
qu^il^a  dte  complete  a  la  Conference  de  Crimee,  11  n'a  pas  sem- 
ble  necessaire  d1 adopter  des  dispositions  spcciales  vlsant  a 
I1 Intervention  du  Consell  de  Securlte  dans  1! election  du  Secre- 
taire-General qui  devrait  proc6der  conformei^it  a  la  Section  0, 
pour  ce  qui  est  du  role  du  Cons  ell  de  Securi^e. 

Le  Rapporteur  se  permet  d'lnclure  les  documents  sulvants 
avec  son  rapport: 

1)  Questionnaire  present!  par  les  delegues  des  Nations 
invltantee  sur  lr application  pratique  des  paragraphes 
2  ct  3  de  In  Section  C. 

2)  Declaration  des  delegues  des  Nations  invitantes 
en  reponse  au  Questionnaire!  et  \  la  denande  du 
legue  de  I1 Austral! e. 

3)  Le  memorandum  presente  par  la  delegation  de 
^Austrfille  sur  la  declaration  des  clelepjues  des 
gouvernements  Invltants. 


Respectueusementt 
le  19  Juln  1945 


Hector  David  Castro 
(Salvador) 

Rapporteur 
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.___ 

United  Nations  Conference  DOO.  1102  (FRENCH) 

on  International  Organization  ui/l/es 

e  June  19,   1945 


COMMISSION   HI        Security  Council 

Comitrf  I    Organisation  et  Procedure 

Annexe  I 

Chap  it  re  VI,  Section  ,0 
Amendements  Proposes 

Aue  tralie 
11  (1)   Chaque  membre  du  Conseil  de  S^ouritrf  disposers  d'une  voix. 

"(2)   Sauf  disposition  contra  ire  expressrfment  prtfvue,  les  drf- 
cisions  du  Conseil  de  S^ouritrf  sont  prises  &  la  majority  de  *  nt 
irembres* 

11  (3)   Dans  lee  decisions  du  Conseil  de  S^ouritrf  relevant  de  la 
Section  A  du  Chapitre  VIII  ou  du  premier  paragraphe  de  la  Section 
C  du  m&me  Chapitre  VIII,  une  partle  &  un  differend  s'abstiendra 
de  voter. 

11  (4)  En  vertu  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VIII.  toute  decision 
du  Conseil  de  8^ourlt£  exige  une  maj  >ritrf  de  sept  membres,  com- 
prenant  les  cinq  membres  pernanente.  En  vertu  du  paragraphe  2, 
de  la  Section  C,  du  Chapitre  VIII,  toute  decision  du  Conseil  de 
S^ouritrf  exig-e  une  majoritrf  de  sept  membres  oomprenant  au  moins 
trois  de  ses  membres  permanents*19 


oe   qui  oonoerne  le  present  Chapitre,   la  D^lefgation  du 
Br^sll  se  borne  done:    (a)  &  manif  ester  le  dtfslr  que  dans  les 
dispositions  du  plan  dcfflnitif  de  lf  Organisation  mondiale  con- 
oernant  la  pr^crfdure  de  vote  au  Coneell  de  Srfcuritrf,   on  adopts 
la  rfegle  dfaprfes  laquelle  l!Etat  qul  violerait  les  obligations 
contenues  df»ns  la  Charte  fondanentale  serait  privrf  du  droit  de 
vote  lorequ'il  s!agirait  de  se  prononcer  sur  oette  violation; 
(b)  &  indiquer  In  nrfoessitrf  de  sx^pprlmer  au  paragraphe  5  de  la 
Section  D  les  mots   °et  tout  Etat  non-membrer  de  I1  Organisation11 
au  cas  ob  le  prlnolpe  de  I1  universality  de  la  nouvelle  Organisa 
tion  Internationale  serait  accept^:    (c)  h.  proposer  de  computer 
la  Section  D  par  un  nouveau  paragraphs  portant  le  numrfro  6  et 
ainsi 
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n6.       Dans  lea  cae  prtfvus  aux  deux  paragraphes 
dents   (num^ros  4  et  5)  un  raembre  de  I'Orgrnisation, 
admis  &  partlciper  k  la  discussion,  devrait,  pour  lee 
questions  de  vote,   6tre  placrf  sur  le  rnfirne  pled  que  les 
nembres  du  Conseil.11 

Canada 

Les  premieres  llgnes  du  ppragraphe  S  devraient  fitre  ar.end£es  -de 
la  fapon  sulvante: 

"Les  decisions  du  Consell  de  S^curittf  sur  toutes  les  autres 
questions  seront  prises  h  une  najorittf  reprtfsentant  au  mo  ins 
les  deux-tiers  de  tous  les  meinbres  du  Consell  de  S£curit£  et 
coinprenant  les  volx  des  mambres  permanents.11 

Cuba 

"2.       Les  decisions  du  Consell  devraient  Stre  prises  &  la 
r.-ajorltrf  des  deux-tiers  de  ses  membree,   sauf  pour  les  questions 
de  procedure,   ok  la  inajorite?  simple  ssriit   suffisante.     Dans  les 
cas  doutsux,   le  Consell  d^clderalt  par  une  najorlt^  des  deux- 
tlers  el  In   question  h.  trencher  est*  ou  non  une  question  de  pro- 
ordure. 

"3.       Pour  les  questions  conoernant  le  naintien  de  la  palx  et 
de  la  s£curit£  Internationale  s  qui  sont  visees  au  Cbapitre  VIII, 
les  decisions  devraient  6trc  prises  h  la  rajoritrf  des  deux-tiers 
des  sept  Etats  nentionn^s  ^t  I'alimJa  (a)  du  paragraphe  1  de  la 
Section  A  du  Chapitre  VI  et  &  la  najoritrf  des  deux-tiers  des 
autres  membres  du  Con  sell." 


Le  paragraphs  3  cl-dessus  a  ^t^,  par  la  suite,   no<?lfi£ 
suit: 


les  questions  concernant  le  raintien  de  la  paix  et 
de  la  s£curit£  Internationales  qui  sont  visees  au  Chapitre  VIII, 
les  decisions  devr^ient  6tre  prises  &  la  majorltrf  des  deux-tlers 
des  meinbres  pernanents  et,  en  m6me  tenpe,   k  la  najorlttf  des  deux- 
tiers  des  autres  nembres  du  Conseil". 

Equate  ur 

^2*  Toutes  les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Se?ourlt£,  quel  qu'en 
solt  le  sujet,  devront  6tre  approuv^es  par  un  vote  aff  irmatlf 
de  hult  de  ses  nembres. 

"3.       Les  membres  du  Consell  qui  sont  parties  h  un  litlge  ou  k 
un  dlff^rend  dont  le  Consell  lui-m&me  a  h  connaltre  dlreotenent 
ou  Indirect  erne  nt,   s'abetiendront  de  voter  sur  les  decisions  que 
le  Conseil  prendra  du  fait  des  pouvolrs  et  de  1'autorittf  que  lui 
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oonf&re  le  Chapitre  VIII  dee  Propositions,  au  sujet  de  c-j  litlgea 
ou  de  CBS  diff trends. H 

Egypte 

*2.   Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  S^ourit^  sur  les  questiono  de 
procedure  devralent  6tre  prises  h  la  nejoritrf  de  hult  volx* 

M3.   Les  decisions  du  Consell  de  Srfcuritrf  sur  toutes  lea  p.utres 
questions  devront  6tre  prises  &  la  raajoritrf  de  huit  volx  donti 
oelles  des  raembres  pemanents,  ou  tout  au  rooins""de  quatre  d'entre 
eux,  tftant  entendu  qu»une  partle  k  un  litige  devrait  s'abetenlr 
de  voter  pendant  que  ce  dli'ftfrend  est  k  1'^tude." 

Salvador 

W4.   Dans  les  questions  qul  ne  sont  p»s  des  questi«ms  de  proc£- 
dure,  si  le  vote"  affirr-atlf  de  sept  msnbree  du  Conseil  de  S£ourlt£ 
ou  plus  oonprend  les  volx  dlune  niajorite  wals  non  de  I'unanimltrf 
des  nenbres  pernanents  du  Conseil,  le  Cornell  de  S^curlte  renverra 
la  question  p^ur  decision  finale,  &  l!Assenbl£'e,  et  agira  cnsuite 
oonf ornament  k  cette  decision  de  I'Assenbl^e,  qul  devra  dtre  prise 
k  la  naj  )rltef  des  deux-tlers  des  r.embres  de  I'Assembl^e." 

Ethlople 

Pararraphe  3»     Insurer  les  mots   net  Oection  B,  paregraphe  3M 
aprfes  les  mots  ^Chapitre  Vlil,   Becticon  Ac1'1 

France 

"1.       P ^ur  maintenir  et  r^tablir  la  palx  et  la  s^ourit^  Interna- 
tionales,  le  Conseil  de  BcJcuriteJ  proc^dera,   selon  les  COB,  par 
vole  de  "reoomr-'andations*1  ou  par  vole  de  "J.'Dlslnnfl.*  Les  nrecom- 
nandations"   seront  prises  k  la  maj  ^rltrf  (sans  qualification)  des 
deux-tiers  des  nenbres  du  Conseil.     Los  decisions  seront  prises 
k  la  naj  ^rit^  qualifies   (comprenant  I'unanlmit^  des  nembres  per- 
manents  des  deux-tiers, 

nDans  le  OP.S  oti  le  Conseil  ne  rtfusslt  pas  &  prendre  une  r£solu- 
tlon,  les  rnembres  de  la  Bocie't^  se  r^servent  le  drolt  d'agir 
oomtne  lie  le  Jugeront  ntfcessaire  dans  Ifint^r6t  de  la  paix,  du 
drolt  et  de  la  justice." 
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Ckrfeee 

Insurer,  entre  lee  paragraphs s  2  et  3  dee  textes  £labor6s 
k  Yalta,  un  nouveau  paragraphe  3  con$u  comme  eult: 

"Paragraphs  3.  Lee  recommandatlrms  du  Consell  de  S£curit4, 
en  vertu^du  paragraphe  2  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VIII, 
devront  etre  adoptees  k  la  majority  4ee  sept  volx.H 

Le  paragraphe  3  du  texte  original  devlendralt  fiinei  le 
paragraphe  4. 

(AJouter  k  la  fin  de  I'amendement  de  la  Grfece  deux  paragraphed 
comme  eult:) 

"Le  Conseii,  par  une  majority  de  eept  voix,  devra  declarer 
I1 existence  d'une  menace  k  la  palx. 

l!Nitamment,  dane  le  oas  de  diff^rend  entre  deux  ou  plu- 
eieure  pays,  autree  que  lee  membree  permanente  du  Coneeii  de 
S£curit6,  celul-ci  devra,  pour  determiner  s'll  exlete  une 
rupture  de  palx  -m  un  acte  d'agreeelon^rendre  see  decisions 
k  une  majority  de  sept  volx." 

Guatemala 

rtll  semble  loglque  que  lea  membree  du  Consell  de  8£curlt£ 
et  ceux  des  autres  organes  conservent  le  droit  de  prendre  la 
parole  dans  lee  discussions  ou  k  propos  des  decisions  qul 
touchent  les  Int^rets  de  leur  pays,  msis  ne  pulssent  prendre 
part  aux  votes  dans  ce  cae,  car  s'lls  pouvplent  le  falre,  11s 
Joulralent  alnsl  d'avantages  partlcullere. w 

Iran 

nl.  Chaque  membre  du  Consell  de  s£curlt£  devra  avoir  une 
volx. 

W2.  Les  decisions  du  Consell  de  86curlt^  surtrutes  les  Ques- 
tions seront  prises  k  la  majorlt6  de  9  volx  sous  cette  reserve 
que,  pour  les  decisions  vleies  au  Chapltre  VIII,  Section  A, 
et  dans  la  deux It  me  phrase  du  paragraphe  1,  du  Chapltre.  VIII 
Section  C,  une  partle  k  un  dlff£rend  devralt  s^bstenlr  de  * 
voter.11 

Pays-Bas 
Remplacer  le  paragraphe  3  par  le  tcrxte  sulvant: 

"Les  decisions  du  Consell Ade  S£curlt6  relatives  k  toutes  les 
autres  questions  devront  etre  prises  k  la  majnrlt£  des  volx 
comprenant  I'unanlmlt^  des  volx  dee  membree  permenente  et  la 
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ru  cae  oU  le  nombre  dee  inembree  non-permp.nente 

syant  le  drcit  de  vote  serf  it  Impair  —  la  msjorit£  des  volx 
dee  membree  non-permrnente,  eoue  cette  reserve  que,  pour  lee 
decisions  vis^es  ru  Chrpitre  VIII,  Section  A,  et  dims  la  deu- 
xlfeme  phrrse  du  pp.ragraphe  1  du  Chrpitre  VIII,  Section  C,  une 
prrtle  fc  un  diff^rend  devra  e!abetenir  de  voter." 

A  ce  propoe,  11  convient  de  mentionner  £galemcnt  lee 
amendemente  des  Ppye-Be.e,  Chppltre  VIII,  Sections  A  et  B, 
fr  savolr: 

A J outer  K  le  fin  de  le.  Section  A  lee  deux  nouveaux  para- 
grpphee  euivpnte; 

W8.  Au  cas  oU  le^Coneeil  de  Securit£  d£ciderrit  qu'un 
diffdrend  qul  nra  pu  etre  r£solu  conf ormtment  i1  la  procedure 
pr^vue  ru  pprrgraphe  3  6e  lr  Section  A  ou  co  form^uent  i.ux 
reoocimr.ndrtlonB  qu'il  aurr.it  fpites  en  vertu  des  dispositions 
du  paragraphe  5  de  IP  Section  A,  met trait  en  danger  le  main- 
tien  de  lr  pr.ix  et  c?e  la  justice  Internationales,  11  devrs'it 
constr.ter  I1  existence  drun  tel  danger. 

"9.  De  fa$on  gtn^rr.le,  le  Consell  de  S^curite  devralt 
determiner  sfil  y  r  danger  :>our  If  prix,  rupture  de  la  paix 
ou  fete  dfagreseion. fl 

Les  paragraphes  1  et  2  de  lr  Section  B  serr.ient  r6dlg(5e 
comme  suit: 

"1.  Au  cas  oU  le  Conseil  de  s£curit£  constaterpit,  en 
vertu  du  parabrrphe  8  de  IP  Section  A/  l!existence  d!un  dan- 
ger pour  IP  pf,ix  et  lr  e£curlt£  internrtionr les,  11  devrfit 
prrndre  les  uiesures  n^cessaires  ru  mrintlen  de  IP  pplx  et  de 
1*  s£curlt£  internr tionr lee  conformtment  P.UX  buts  et  princlpes 
de  If0rgt.nist  tion. 

"2.  De  f?9on  g^n^rrle,  ru  crs  oil  le  Consell  de  S6curit6 
constp.terp.it,  en  vertu  des  dispositions  du  pp-rrgrpphe  9  de 
la  Section  A  lr  existence  c.  fun  danger  pour  la  prlx,  drune  rup- 
ture de  IP  pplx,  ou  d'un  acte  d'p  ression  quelconques,  11 
devra  decider  dee  me sure e  fc  pr  ndre  en  vue  de  mplntenir  ou 
de  r^tebllr  la  ppix  et  IP  s£curit£.M 

En  relftion  pvec  lee  ppragrpphes  1  et  2  cl-dessue,  lr 
Section  A  devrf it  porter  le  titre  suivant:  "P&glement  prcifi- 
que  des  dlff trends  et  d^tfrmlnrtion  de  I1 existence  de  menaces 
fe,  la  ppix  ou  d'actee  d'pgreselon11,  et  IP  Section  B,  ce  titre: 
"Mesuree  h,  prendre  en  CPB  dfexistence  de  menpces  fe.  la  prlx 
ou  dfpctes 
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10  Norv&ga 

Chapitre  VI,  C.3: 
M  .....  k  la  najorittf  de  huit  voix.n 

Commonwealth  des  Philippines 

Blubstltuer  &  la  premifere  clause  du  paragraphe  3  le  texte 
sulvant  : 

n3.  Les  decisions  du  C  msell  de  C^curit^  sur  toutes  les  autres 
questl  ms  devraisnt  6tre  prises  &  la  rajoritd  des  r>enbres  per- 
manents  et  h  la  rnajorite"  des  nembres  non-perranents,  votant  s^- 
par^ment;  fl 

et  ajouter  &  la  fin  du  paragraphe  3  (apres   MV«)terJ1); 


t^utes  les  decisions  entrai  nant  le  recours  k  des  forces 
armies  pour  le  rminti^n  de   la  paJx;  un  vote  favorable  des  quatre- 
cinquibnes   (4/5)  dee  nenbres  pernanents  et  des  trols-quarts   (3/4) 
des  raenbres  non-perinanents  du  Conseil  de  S^curite  sarait  n^ces- 
saire  «  " 

Si  les  a  endercnts  aux  p^ragvaphes  3,   Section  C,   Chapitre  VI,   et 
Section  B,   Chapltre  IX,   cui  figurent  dans   le  pr^senb  document,  ne 
sont  pas  accepte's,   la  Conference  voudra  bien  examiner  le  texte 
suivant  : 

"4.     Si  le  Coneeil  de  S^curit^,  par  suite  d!un  vote  contrnire  d!ur 
membre  permanenc,   ne  pouvalt  parvenir  &  une  decision  dans  les  con* 
clitions  pr^vues  par  le  paragraphs  3  de  cette   Section,   le  cas  se- 
rait  soumis  h  1  f  Assemble  Gtene'rale,     Les  decisions  de  I'Assembl^e 
G#n£rale  sur  les  questions  qui  lul  seraient   soumises  par  le  ConseJ 
de  S^curit^  aux  ternes  du  present  paragraphe  devraient  6tre  ac- 
quises  par  un  vote  affirnatif  k  la  naj  or  its'  des  trois-quarts  des 
volx  de  I1  ensemble  des  rembres.n 

Uruguay 
AJ  uiter  un  nouveau  paragraphe,   nun^ro  4,  con?u  comne  suit: 

W4»     Le  Cmsell  de  S^curit^  devrp-  examiner  tous  les  trols  ans,   ou 
de  sa  propre  initiative,  la  possibSlite  de  rendre  g^neralement 
applicable  k  toutes  les  resolutions,  les  rfegles  enonc^es  h  la  der- 
nifere  partle  du  paragraphe  3  oi-dessus** 

Venezuela 

^Prtfciser  que  1'Etat  qui  aura  un  slfege  au  Consell  n!y  aura  pas 
le  droit  de  vote,  lorsqu1!!  sera  partie  h  un  dlff^rend.11 
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[Annexe  «m  document  1050  XII/1/58] 

*°*  (FRENCH) 


Tlie  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  JS«B  19« 


Comlte  1       OrgpnisPtlon  et  Procedure 


III,        Security  Council 

Pr»ooertviTv»  * 


MEMORANDUM 

AUX:          Membros  des  Delorptions  d<^  la  Chine,  ^du  Royaume- 
Uni,  de  I1  Union  dee  ReDubliques  Sovletlquee  So- 
cialietos,  des  Etats-Unis,  faisant  oartle  du 
Sous-Coraite  III/l/B 

DU:  Secretaire  du  Sous-Coraltr  UI/l/B 

SUJET:        Questionnaire  sur  I'Exerolce  du  droit  de  Veto 
au  Coneeil  de  Securitp 

Au  coure  de  la  Seance  du  Sous-Coral  to  III/l^B,  le  19  Mai, 
1945f  on  a  oonvenu  quo  Irs  reiDresmtants  des  delegptlons  autres 
que  celles  des  ^gouvornements  Invlt^nts  (Chine,  Union  des  RP- 
^ubliques  Sqvletlques  Soolalistes,  Royaume-Unl,  Etats-Unls  dfA- 
mrrlque)  presentrrpient  une  llete  de  qurstlons  relatives  ^PUX 
Proposition^  de  Dumbarton  Opks  't  flux  amendemonts  proposes  ppr 
les  ouptrc?  G-Tuvrnmf  nte  Invit^nts  concern^nt  ^lfpxercioe  du 
droit  de  veto  PU  Consril  do  Securit^.  Le  Secretariat  du  ^Co- 
mite  collptionnn  P  IPS  qunsti^ns  rt  Irs  soumrttra  pour  rcponse 
PUX  Dnlcguee  des  Oouv^rnemmtp  InvltPnts,  qui  sont  "icmbros 
du  Sous-Comito'  III/l/B. 

Lc  21  Mai  ^  midi,  (drrnicr  delri  fixe)  tous  los  rcprc?-  ^ 
scntpnts  Interpssrs  ont  doposr  lour»s  questions  ou  ont  indiquc 
qu'ils  n!fivpiont  ^ns  de  questions  suoplrmnntplrrs  a  souracttre 
rn  ^dchors  do  c^llrs  qui  oat  otc  oresrntees  ppr  les  autrcs  ro- 
prcsontpnte.  Los  quostloas  deposcos,  rolativcs  PU  sujot  montionno 
ol-dossus,  ont  oto  groupros  dans  IP  qurstionnpl^o  cl-Jolnt.  - 
tpinos  questions  no  t>ortpnt  pns  strict  m^nt  sur  I'f 
droit  do  veto  ont  etc  omlses  c'pne  co  qurstlonn«irr  . 


^.  Pennoyer 
SocretPirr 
Sous-Coral  t-'  III/l/B 
SP!!O  480fVntrrons  Buliaing 
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SOUS-COMITE  IIlA/B 

BUT     1  Exic  e  du  Drl     d£  Veto 

~ 


II  ?  st  prevu  d*ns  le  Chnpltre  VI  C,, 
3,  QUO  d^ns  t^utee  lea  questions  tr«ltee~e 
le  O'-^ltrr  VIII  A,  unr  r>rrtlo  P  un  tflfferend 
devr«  s'nbstonl  de  voter.  Pnr  consequent,  a  r»)lns 
drlnc'io«ti/5n8  contrnires,  le  drolt  de  veto  <3ont  11 
s'^glt  dins  ohaque  question  ol-dossous  cst  oelul 
d^un  membre  orvmnjient  qul  n/rst  oas  o^rtle  c»u  c»lf- 
fcrcnd.^7 


Selon  le  nouvp^u  pnrngr^phe  1  du  Chopltre  VIII  (A)  , 
par  les  O^uvrrnements  Invltnntss 

M8ans  prejudice  des  dispositions  <*es  allne^s  1  ^ 
5  cl-dessous  le  Cons^ll  de  Securlte  rum  le  p-)uvolrf 
el  tout  r  s  les  ^*rtles  le  de^ndent,  de  f^lrc  dee 
recoinm«nc»ptlons  aux  partlrs  e  un  different,  en  ^ 
de  le  rcplcr  conformement  *ux  r>rlnclpes  stloulcs 
d«ns  le  Cne^ltre  II,  ' 


(1)   81  les  r)^rtles  P  un  c'lffer^nrt  deir^ndent  ru  Consell  re 
Securlte  de  f«l^e  des  rPcomTn^nr^tl^ns  <-n  vur  ^de  son  reple^ent, 
le  drolt  de  veto  spm-t-11  applicable  r  IP  decision  du  Consell 
de  Socurlte  d'ex£rcer  ^on  pnuvolr  d'^nqu^t^  en  vue  de  recrlcr 

le  r  if  for  ^nd  ?  """"'' 

Rcponso: 

(3)   81  IF  Consell  ^de  Sccuritc  a  prooedo  «  uno  cnqufttc  sur 
la  dlffcrend  Indlquc  c'^ns  ce  p^rngr^pho,  le  drolt  de  v^to^ 
p  mrra-t-11  porter  sur  unc  decision  du  Consell  de  Securlte 
py>nt  pour  objct  de  rcconn^nc'er  j^ux  E.^rtjLe.s  ^ert^lnos  cond,!- 
t^ns  on  vue  de  rc^lcr  le  dlff"orcnd  ? 
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Scion  le  prrpgr^pho  1  ectuol  flu  Chppltre  VIII  (A)  : 


11  1.  Le  Goner  11  de  Securite  dovr«lt  ivoir  lo 
fl'onquto^r  sur  tout  dlfferend  ou  touto  sltuptlon  eus- 
cnDtiblo  rtfc»ntrnfnor  un  des^ooord  ^entro  nntions  ou 
d'engendror  un  oonflit,  ftfln  de  det  -minor  si  SP, 
long^tiqn  pourrilt  men^oer  lo  nu?.lntlrn  de  la  x>p.ix 
de  1*  securlto 


(S)   81  lfon  nttlre  lf«ttontlon  du  Coneell  de  Se'ourlt'  sur 
lf  existence  dfun  fllffor^nd  ou  d!uno  sltu^tl^n  sue- 
•oo^tlble  dfcntr«lnor  un  dlffer^nd,  IP  drolt  de  veto 
Bcr«-t-il  apollcpble  A  In  decision  flu  Consr?ll  de  Se'cu- 


rite  O'exercer  £on  drolt  d'cnqu&to  eur  le  dlfferond  ou 
In  situation  7       -  -  -   - 

Reponso: 

(4)   31  le  Oonsoll  de  Securltc  P  proccde  n  unc  enqueto  sur  le 
dlffercnd,  lo  Ar-it  do  \*eto  er^i-t-11  ^o-llcnble  P  unc 
decision  du  Conscll  de  Seourltc  st^.tu^nt  qur  lP_o 
£.«\tlon  du  dlffjerc^nd  est  susco^tlblo  de  ncn«ccr  To 
'tl'en'^de  lp"Vnlx  ^""de  IP  seourlt^ 

Rcponses 


Selon  le  p^rngypphr.  2 

M3.     Les   o^rtles  P  un  fllfferond  dont  IP  nrolong^ti-m 
scumble5  devoir  -nenpcer  le  malntlon  de  IP  r>nlx  rt  de  1 
securlte  lntr-rnptlonftles  devr^lent  s'^nppc^r,   ^vnt 
*  rn  rrchorcher  In  solution  o^r  1»  neVoclPtlon,  I"1  mr- 
dlntlon,  1^  conciliation,   l!prbltr«ge  ou  le  regl^mont 
Judlci«lr^,   ou  nutros  Doyens  t)«olflquns  de  lour  cholx, 
Le  Consoll  de  Securlte  devr^lt  ^njolnc^rr  »ux  o^rtles 
de  ropier  leur  dlfferend  onr  ^e  tcls  moyms.11 

(5)       81  le  Consr'll  de  Securlto  de'clde  que  IP  prolongation  dfun 
Dlfferond  eet  sueoentlblc  fte  nenaoer  IP  m^lntl^n  de  1« 
OP!X  et  de  IP.  security  IntprnPtlonPl^s,  lo  drolt  de  ^veto 
ser*-t-il  ^prDlloable  a  une  fleclslonxdu  Consoll  de  8e- 
ourlte  ^^o^irnant  P.UX  ^nr t ioe^    de  regl^r  leur  dlfferrnfl. 
prr  les""moy'isn¥  TndTquei  "nu  pn'r^gr^Dho  3  ? 

Rcponsc: 
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gents.  Invitrnte  ont  propose  de  I'amender! 


Selon  le  qorpgr«phc  4  gu  OhRDitre  VIII 

I'amend 


"4.     81,  toutefole,  ^les  EtPts  sepsres  o^r  un  <*lfferrnd 
de  1*  cntegorie  vieee  »u  ppragrnohe  ,3  ol-doasua  ,nc  roue- 
slssslent  pas  a  le  reglrr  par  les  moyens  indiquee  d*ne 
ce  t>*r*graphef  lie  devraient  a^ng^er  £  ,le  s  >umottre  *>u 
Consell  de  Seourlta.     81  le  Oonaeil  de  Securltc  4«woit 
4»n«  biiAque  o°«,  deel4ey  «1  <^u4  <»u  ROR  estlme  que  In 
prolongation  flu  dlfferend  en  question  eet,  en  f*ltf  sue- 
oeotlblc  de  menaoer  lo  malntlen  de  la  onlx  <*t  de  1^  sb'* 
curlte  Internationales  f  B°F  eofisequmt  «4  ie 


e!41  4o4t  ^glap  aelan  le  ^«F^gr«Dfeo  6,  11  decider^ 
s1!!  doit  «gir  selon  16  fl*r0gr*t>he  5  ou  a1  11  jflolt,  de 
m6ne.  recomm^nder  les  t-rmes  dfun  reglem^nt  au!il 


(6)       31  les  Et«ta  vises  *u  present  ooro^crftohe  eounottent  un 
differond  au  Cons^il  do^Securlto,  le  flrolt  c1o  veto  ser 
t-11  PTOlioflblr  fl  une  decision  flu  Consoll  fle  Seourlte, 
conforraenent  p  IP  scoonde  t>hr«se  de  oe  o^^^^gr^-^he, 
eatimpnt  que  lf»  orolomT^tlon  flu  fllfferend  en  question 
rst  en  fqltp  ausoe^tlbl'^  (£e^nifinQcer  le  mnlntlrn  de  IP 
TDPIX  -t  de  IP  secui^lte  inf 

Reoons-  : 


(7)   81  lr  Conecil  dc  Becuritr  estlnr  quo  In  orolongrtlon  du 
aifforrnd  en  i.ufstlon  opt,  f-n  f^it,  aueoentlblr  de  .-enp- 
cer  lo  ^nlntlnn  de  lr  o^ix  »•  t  de  IP  securlto  int^rna- 
tlonples,  lo  droit  dc  veto  arra-t-11  ^ollcpblc  ^  une 
decision  du  Conaril  dc  Scouritc,  conformcraont  P  1^  se* 
conde  phrase  du  present  parpgr^he,  de  orendre  des  me- 
surcs  selon  le  n«rpgr^Dhe  5  ? 

Reponee: 
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(8)  81  le  Coneell  de  Scfcurlttf  estime  qua  la  prolongation  du 

diffrfrend  en  question  eet  en  fait  susceptible  de  menace r  le 
malntlen  de  la  palx  et  de  la  sdcurittf  Internationale,  le 
drolt  de  veto  sera-t-il  applicable  &  une  decision  du  Con- 
sell  de  Srfcurltrf,  vierfe  dans  la  seconde  phrase  du  present 
paragraphs,  de  reopnpgnflgr  ftux  parties  lap  termea  fl'un 
rSfflement  ou'll  consider e  aporoprlrfse? 

Rrfoonae; 


Selon  }e  paragraphs  £  du  Chanitre  VIII 

"5.   Le  Coneell  de  Srfcurit^  devrelt  avoir  le  pouvoir, 
i  n'lmporte  quel  moment  de  Involution  d!un  diff^rend 
tel  que  celui  viee  feu  paragraohe  3  ci-dessue,  de  re- 
commander  lee  procedures  ou  m^thodee  de  rdglement 
approprirfs. • 

(9)  Le  droit  de  veto  a  n'importe  quel  moment  de  Involution 
d!un  dlfftfrend,  eera-t-il  applicable  &  une  decision  du 
Conseil  de  Srfcurittf,  ayant  pour  objet,  de  re commander  aux 
parties  les  oroc^duree  ou  mcTthodes  de  rfeglement  appropri^es? 


paragraphe  fi  d^  phap^tre  JdH  (A)  '• 


"6.  Les  dlff  trends  Juridlques  devraient,  d!une  ma- 
nilre  g^n^rale,  etre  soumls  A  la  Cour  Internationale 
de  Justice.  Le  Conseil  de  S^curlttf  devrait  avoir  le 
pouvoir  de  porter  devant  la  Cour,  pour  avis,  les  Ques- 
tions de  drolt  que  soul£veraient  d'autres  dlffdrends.  " 
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(10)  Le  droit  de  veto  sera-t-11  applicable  &  une  decision  prlee 
par  le  Coneeil  de  Srfcurltrf,  aux  termee  de  la  premiere  phrase 
du  present  paragraphe,  etatuant  que  le  dlff^rend  pat  fle 
naturq  urdiue? 


(11)  Le  drolt  de  veto  sera-t-11  applicable  &  une  decision  du 
Coneeil  de  Srfcuritrf  vls^e  d&&8  le  premiere  phrase  du 
present,  par agraphe,  flft  porter  jjn  diffrfrend  Juridioue  devant 
la  Cour"  Internationale  de  Justice? 

Rd'ponae: 


(12)  Le  drolt  de  veto  eera-t-il  applicable  &  une  decision  du 
Coneeil  de  S^curitrf  dg  r^glqr  yn  diff^rend  lur^dinue  par 


Rtfoonee: 


Le  droit  de  veto  sera-t-ll  applicable  &  une  decision  du 
Coneeil  de  S^curit^  de  porter  devant  la  Cour  Internationale 
de  Justice  une  question  de  droit  ee  rattachant  a  un 
rend 
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Selon  le  p«r*jnrephe  1  du  ChPoitrc  VIII   (E),tol  gu*  il 
prr-,Q8c  tKg  IPS  QUP  t  r  a  Oouv  m^n- 


'^Section  B.  DetTnln^tlon  do  I'Exletoncc  do  Menaces 
ft  In  Paix  ou  d'Actrs  d'Agroselon  -^t  Kceurrs  P  t>rrndrc 
a,  cc  sujrt.  1.  ^Au  c°e  ou  un  <3  If  for  end  no  sor^it  oos 
rosolu,  oonformoncnt  nux  procedures  Indiqut'es  drns  le 
P'  •  ogr*ohe  3  do  le  Section  A,  ou  oonformemrnt  ^uy  re- 
conm^n'^ti^ns  f^ltce  eclon  lea  TDnr^gr^TDhee  4  ou  5  de 
In  Section  A  T)rr  le  Conscil  de  ^Scourltc,  celui-ci,  s1 
Jugc  quc  IH  8itwt*tlm  r>in8l  crcee  preepntr  un  conger 
Dour  IP  ra^.lnticn  de  1^  only  »-t  de  1«  eecurit'  in^orn^ 
tion^les,  devr^lt  t>rcndre  toutes  mesurcs  necese^lres 
o  oe  m«lntien,  rn  conformite  ^vec  lee  buts  et  princi- 
oes  de  I1  Organisation11  . 


(14)  Le  drolt  de  veto  eem-t-11  npollc^ble  a  unp  decision 

du  Conspll  de  Securite  st^tu^nt  qu?il  Juge  qu'un  echoo 
constltuer^lt  unt?  ^en^ce  f?u  ir.pintipn  de  IP  r)«lx  rt  de 
securitr  ? 

Ret)onse: 


(15)  Le  droit  de  veto  ser*-t-il  poolic^blr  P  un^  decision 
du  Consril  dc  Securitc  efltlmpnt  devoir  ^r^nflrp  toutes 
mcsures  nrc5es.c^irrs  r>ou^  lr  M^intion  de  IP  r>»lx  rt  (?e 


securitr  intrrnPti->n«l  -s 


Selon  l£  nouvc-»u  opr°gr^phe  2,  du  Oh^ltrr  VIII  (B)  ,  tel  que 
1'ont  oroooso  les  Q-^t^e  Qouvrrnemonts          "" 


11  2.  D'unc  manioro  gonor^lc,  lo  Consoll  de  3e'ourltr 
devr^it  dct  rminrr  s'il  y  P  dpngor  oour  1«  OPix, 
rupture  dc  1^  :*pix  ou  note  d'pgr  sslon  *t  devrpit  t  Plre 
clcs  reo^n:i^ncf  t\3ne  ou  decider  Acs  nesuros  eti-pulccs 
^ux  niine^s  £  j_t  4  de  IP  -orcsrnte  Section,  qu!il  doit 
orondre  rn  ^vue  dc  ^intrnir  ou  dc  retnblir  1«  OP!X  et 
In  securitr.  M 
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(16)  Lr  drolt  de  veto  sera-t-11  rpplicpblc  \  unc  decision  flu 
Conaoll  dc  Securite  ^declar^nt  qu'il  P  de'ter^lne  I1  exis- 
tence drunc  menace  a  la  palx,  etc  7 

Reponse: 


Selon  le  nouv^pu 
tfmts  ont 


que  lee 


__ >pose  d*  inser /r  entrn  les 

pitre  VIII  (B)  ! 


Gouvernemrnts  Invl- 
ph^s  S^Jt^^li  Chn- 


c^fpir^  lee  recommendations  ^u  de  decider  des 
me sure s  £  orontfre  en  vuc  de  mrlnt^nir  o  de  rotrbllr 
1«»  p/^ix  ct  1°  securitr  conforraemrnt  ^ux  dispositions 
de  i'^line'a  J2,  le  Conseil  de  Se'curite  peut  Invit.  r  Ics 
parties  interessces  a  se  co^forner  nux  mesures  provl- 
sjiivs  qu1!!  estiijc  Ptre  nocess«ircs  ou  desirables  en 
vuc  ci1  f.T^rcher  unr  pg^rrv'°tlon  de  ln  situ«tlm.  Cos 
Tnesurr's  rrovlsolrcs  ne  oort^^ont  o^s  prejudice  ^ur 
orbits,  dem^nd^s  ou  ^  IP  position  des  o^rties  inters s- 
eeos.  A"  c^s  ou  Irs  Et*t?  n1  «ppliquer»r«ient  o^s  ces 
me  sure  e  ^rovisoires,  lr  Consrii  de  Securit^'  tiendrn 
dument  coirotc  de  cet^c  deffilll«nce.M 

(1?)  Le  droit  de^veto  serp-t-11  ppplic^ble  a  une  de'clsion 

du  Conseil  de  Securite  stPtu»nt  qu'll  pourrpit  inviter 
les  parties  InteVessees  P  se  conformcr  °ux 
provisolros,  etc.  ? 

Reponse: 


(18) 


Le  droit  <^e  veto  err^-t-ll  ppplic^ole  a  unr  decision 
du  Conseil  de  Securite  st^tu^nt  quf»u  c«s  ou  les  Et°tp 
rtfappliquer»ient  -3^9  ces  nesures  provlsolres,  le 
Consril  de  Securit^  devr^it  dument  t-^nlr  coniote  de  cette 


Reponse: 
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Scion  l£  deuxiemo  prr^nr/Dhr  du  Ch^itrr  VI   (C) 


"Section  C.   vote.   i.     Ch«que  me^ibre  dn  Conscil  cle 
Securltc  devr^lt  avoir  une  v>ix. 

"2.      L<?s  decisions  du  Ccnsell  de  Securitc'^sur  Its  ques- 
tions de  o^ocedure   devr^ient   6trr  prises  a   1«  mflj:>rll; 
de  seot  vclx.M 

(19)     D^ns  le  cao  ou  une  decision  dolt  Stre  orise  t>our  £e'- 
t^r*rlner   si  un  certain  poi:?t  est  une  question  de  -oro- 
oeduro^  cotte  question  preliinin^lre  dolt-cllr   6tre 
considerec   elle-mfine  commc  un  polat  de  procedure  cu  bien 
le  droit  de  veto  peut-11  s'ppDliqurr  n  une   trlle  ques- 
tion  , 

Reponse: 


Scion  If  ppro^r^phe  3  du  Chfioitre  VI  (C)  : 


!|3.     Lrs  de'cisions  du  Cons^ll   de  Cecuritr'  sur  toutc-s 
Ics   flutrc-B   questions  dovr»iont   $trrt  oripes  A  1-° 
de   sept  v:  LX  aont  cellrs  des  rcnbres  ocrmonencs,    rous 
cette  reserve  que,   pour  Ics  decisions  vlsecs  «u  Ch«- 
pitrc  VIII,    Seccion  /V,    ot  o^ns  !'•  cleuxieme  phrflse  Au 
prrrgr^jt*c   1  du  C.,.°-.:ltic   VTJI,    T-eeiron  C,   un^  oai^tic  A 
un  dlff^rerfi.  devrrit  s|r%<bs^cnir  ce  vot'r." 

(20)      51   le  Conseil   de   Sccuri  te   cst   aooc^e   P   st^turr  sur 

un  point  f>trf    nu:un«  -j^ini;  fie  oroc^durt  ,    confor-mencnt 
nux   ^  rr.:cs  du  -oTrgT^hc   ?,    I'pbs'ccntlnn  ^d:un  des 
nembrcs  D^rrn^ren^o   du  Cons^i"^    de  Sccurltc   °ur«n-t-elle 
le   'i-e  if   eT^ot  qufun  vooc  ^JjLTtif  ^e  ce  i.e  :brr,   mur 
emp^cner  le  Ccnseil  de   Securitr  r«e  orendre  unr   decision 
sur  ce  point   ? 

Rcponsc: 


(?1)   Si  lrun  des^rcc.ibr'  s  Dcr^ipnpnts  d^  Cone-'ll  do  Securito 
cst  o^rtle  a  un  dlffcrcnd  et,  conforncncnt  ^ux  dispo- 
sitions du  o^r*gr*pho  5,  s'nbsticnt  de  votrr  sur  uno 
motion  putre  qu'un  point  de  procedure  l£  BCU!  f °it  de 
cette  abstention  rnpficn'r^it-il  Ir  Consell  de  Securite 
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de  prendrc  une  decision  sur  cc  point  ? 


Reponse: 

(22)  D-^ns  le  cas  ou  uno  decision  dolt  Stre  orise  conformeiient 
^ux  dispositions  du  Cii^pitro  VIII,  Section  A,  ou  con- 
formdracnt  *  celies  de  1*  deuxie^e  phrr»ec  du  Chp~itr~ 


VIII,  Section  C,  prr^grpphe  1,  'un  mcnbr-  pern^nem;  est- 
11  en  drolt  de  p^rtlciper  PU  vote  sur  1^  qu^stl^n, 
quril  soit  ou  non  o^rtie  i*u  dlffercnd  v 


Reponse: 


(8)  SI  le  Consell  de  Securlt^  estime  que  la  perslstanoe 
dfun  dlff^rend  partlculier  est,  en  fait,  susceptible 
de  mettre  en  danger  le  mal'oilen  de  la  paix  et  de  la 
seciirite  Internationales,  le  veto  r,era-t-il  appli- 
cable a  une  decision  prlee  par  le  Consell  de 
Slcurit^;  en  execution  de  la  seoonde  pb/u&e  de  ce 
paragraphe^  decision  ayant  pour  cblet  de  rr)conimander 
am:  parties  les  condlLlons  dertyleraentt  qu  'li  juge 
a 

Reponse 


Selon  le  nouveau  paragraphs  £  du  Chap 1 t re  VIII  (A) 

^5*  Le  Consell  de  Seourlfc£  devrait  avoir  le  pouvoir, 
a  n'jrnporte  quel  ucn^nt  de  Involution  d'un  dJfferend 
tel  que  colui  vise  &a  parngraphc  3  ci-dessus,  de  reoom- 
mander  les  procedures  ba  methocles  de  rvSglemcnt  appro- 
priecs". 

(9)   Le  droit  de  veto  sera-t-il  applicable  a  une  decision 
prise  par  le  Conoell  de  B^curlte,  a  n'impcrte  quel  mo- 
ment de  Involution  d?un  dlff6rend,  decision  r.ya!it 
pour  objet  de  reconirander  aux  pr-rties  les  pr.ocidures 
appropriees  ou  des  m£ Rhodes  de  reglanient? 
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Selon  le  aorngrntdie  &  du  Chapitre  VTII   (A) 


W6«  Lee  dlff^rtrnds  Jurldiques^devrnlent,  d!une 
manlfere  g£n£rale,  etre  sounds  a  la  Cour  Inter- 
nationale de  Justice.  Le  Conseil  de  S^curite 
devralt  avoir  le  pouvoir  de  porter  devant  la 
Cour,  pour  avis,  les  questions  de  drolt  que  soule* 
veralent  d'autres  diff  trends  nt 

(10)  Le  droit  de  voto  sera-t-11  applicable  a  une  decision 
prise^par  le  Consell  de  S^curito,  ccnfcnfieraent  a  la 
premiere  phrase  de  ce  paragraphe.  po'or  declarer  qu!un 
dlfferund  eet  blen  d*Qrdre  Jurldlque? 

Reponse  : 


(11) ^Le  droit  de  roto  sera-t-il  applicable  a  une 
decision  prise  pnr  le^Coneell  de  Secur.^te.,   en 
execution  de  la  premiere  phrase  de  ce  pnrr.graphe, 
tendant  a  renvaver  un  .differ end  .lu^idicue  a  la 
Cour  Internationale  de  Justice  ? 

Reponse  : 


Le  veto  sera-t-ll  applicable  a  une  decision 
prise  par  le  Ccnseil  de  Oecurite  ayni*    pour  objet 
de  renoudre  par*  d'^utvee.  M^yerG  3es  dJff  trends 

"" 


R^ponee  : 


(13)  le  drolt  de  veto  sera-t-Sil  applicable  a  une  decision 
prise  pa^  le  Consell  de  S^curltc  ayant  pour  objet  de 
renvoyer  a  la  Cour  Internationale  de  Justice  une  ques- 
tion Jurldlque  soulevee  a  propos  d(un  difv^rend  non 
Jurldiue? 


Reponse  : 
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ADDENDUM 

Le  SScretair*  du  8ous-Comit$  III/l/B 

aux  Menibres  du  Sous-ComitS  III/l/B  appartenant 
aux  Delegations  de  la  Chine,  du  Royaume-Uni, 
de  It  Union  des  RSpnbllques  Sovi6tlques  Socialistes, 
des  EtatE-Unis 


SUJET:    Questionnaire  relatif  a  1'Exoroice  du  Veto  au 
Conseil  de  S6curltd 

(23)     En  raison  de  certainas  questions  soulev^os  par 
plusleurs  d6l6gatlons.  la  pSldgatlon  grecque  adslre 
s  avoir  si,  en  application  du  Chapltro  3-0,  paragraphe  1, 
des  Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks,  amcndd  par  les 
quatre  gouvernoments,  la  recommondation  du  Conaeil 
de  S4curit4  a  1'Asserablio  concernont  1»  Election  du 
Secretaire  O^n^ral  et  de  see  do'pute's  est  sujetto  au 
droit  do  veto. 


Paul  0.  Pennoyer 

Secretaire 

Sous-Comit4  III/l/B 

Salle  420,  Veterans  Building 

IN  3300,  Ext,  137 
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[Annexe  an  document  1050  XII/1/P81 

The  United  Nations  Conference  !??%S5  S?f WCH) 

r   *  *•          i    ^  •      ^  III/1/37   (1) 

on  International  Organization  June  e,  1945 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Coimdl 

Comitrf  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 


On  trouvera  oi-joint  un  "Exposrf  dee  Ddlrfgations  dee  Quatre 
Puiseancee  Invitantea  eur  la  Procedure  de  Vote  au  Conaeil  de 
Sdcurittf. "   Get  expoerf  a  rftef  tftabli  pour  r^oondre  a  un  ques- 
tionnaire qu«ont  pr^aentrf,  le  22  mai  1945,  aux  represent ante  dee 
quatre  gouvernemente  invitfJite  au  Soue-Comite  III/l/B  lee  autree 
membree  du  Soue-Oomitrf.   II  vient  d'etre  eoumis  au  Soue-Gomite 
III/l/B. 

En  raiaon  du  vif  intrfret  qu'a  eoulev^  la  queetion  de  la 
procedure  de  vote  au  Conseil  de  Srfcurit^  et  aur  la  recom- 
manclation  du  Soue-Comitrf  III/l/B,  Je  communique  cet  expoetf 
4  toua  lea  membree  du  Comite  III/l  et  en  meme  tempa  a  la 
Preeae, 

La  Drflrfgation  Francaiae  mfa  fait  oonnaftre  qufelle 
e'aaaooiait  compldtement  it  oet  expoae  dee  quatre  gouvernementa 
invitanta. 

John  Sofiano ^oulo a, 
President  du  Oomit^  III/l. 
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8  Juin  1945 

DES  DEIffao.TIOHS  DEB  0,U«TRE  PUISSANCES  IjlVII*|iTE8 
sySTki  PROCEDUBS'DE'yOTE  "*U  OOKSEIlT  * 


/   Un  Sous-Comite  du  Comit£  d\0rganisation  ct  de  Procedure 
dependant  du  Conseil  de  Seciujite,  a  present^  des  question^     / 
d'pspeoe  relatives  a  la  procedure  de  vote  au  Consell  de  Seourite, 
aux  delegations  des  quatre  puissances  invitantes  —  les  Etats- 
Unls  dfAmerlque,  le  lUyaume  Unl  de  Grande  Eretagne  et  d!Irlande 
du  Nord,  1!U.R.S,S.  et  la  Republique  de  Chine v  En  traitant  ces 
questions,  ces  quatre  delegations  desirent  presenter  1'exprse 
suivant  sur  leur  attitude  gener&le  &  1'egrrd  de  la  question 
d^ensemble  de  I'unanlmlt^dea  membres  poriaanents  dans  les 
decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securlte* 


1^  La  fornule  de  vote  de  Yalta  reconnait  que  le  Ccnseil  de 
Securite,  en  s'acqulttant  de  s^s  respr»npabilltes  relatives  au 
maintlen  de  la  paix  et  de  la  securltl  Internationales,  devra 
faire  face  &  deux  grendes  categories  de  fonotlrns.   Aux  termes 
du  Chapitre  VIII  le  Conseil  aura  ^  formuler  des  decisions  qui 
impllqueront  la  neoessite  de  prendre  des  mesures  dlrectes  pcur 
rfegler  des  differends,  ajuster  des  situetions  suaoeptibles 
d'engendrer  des  differends,  determiner  les  menaces  centre  la 
palx,  eliminer  les^enaces  centre  la  paix  et  f&lre  dlspr.raitre 
les  ruptures  de  1'etat  de  paix*  II  de%vrf  egaleraent  prendre  des 
decisions  qui  n'entrr.iijeront  prs  la  neoessite  de  telles  me§ures. 
La  formule  de  Yalta  prevoit  que  la  seconde  de  ces  deux  categories 
de  decisions  sera  regie  par  un  vote  de  procedure  —  c'est-^-dire 
le  vote  de  7  membres  quelc^onques.  Quant  &  la  premiere  cr.tegorle 
de  decisions,  elle  sera  regie  par  un  vote  queilifi£  —  c'est-a-dlr^ 
les  voix  de  sept  membres,  y  compris  celleg  des  cinq  membres  per- 
mr;nents,  sous  reserve  de  Ir  clause  qui  prevoit  que,  pour  les 
decisions  regies  pr.r  Ir;  Section  A  et  une  p<Ttie  de  lr-  Section  0 
du  Chapitre  VIII,  les  pt.rties  au  dlff^rend  s'abstiendront  au 
vote. 

2.,  Par  example,  d'aprbs  la  formule  de  Yalta,  un  vote  de  procedure 
regirr.  les  decisions  prises  r.ux  terines  de  toute  la  section  D  du 
Chapitre  VI.  Celr,  slbnifle  que  le  Conseil  pi.r  un  vote  de  7  / 
membres  quelconques,  adopters  ou  modlficra  ses  rebles  de  proce- 
dure; determiners  la  methode  a  suivre  pour  cholsir  son  President; 
s1 organisers  de  nu.ni^re  a  pouvoir  fonctionner  de  facon  continue; 
choisira  1'epoque  et  le  lieu  de  ses  sessions  regulieres  et  spe- 
ciales;  fonder^  les  orgr.nisracs  qu'il  pourra  Juger  necessaire  t 
I'ocoomplissement^de  ses  fonctlons;  inv-iterr.  un  membre  de  I'Orga- 
nlsatlon  non  represent^  au  Conseil  &  pr.rticiper  t  ses  discussions 

( 3975)  4994  -  2  - 


tlve  k  oe  dlfflrend. 

3.  En  outre!  auoun  membre  du  Conseil  ne  peut,  &  lui  seal, 
Itemp&oher  d*entreprendre  lfltude  et  la  discussion  d!un  differend 
ou  d'une  situation  sur  laquelle  son  attention  a  ete  attlree,  en 
vertu  du  paragraphe  2,  Section  A,  Chapitre  VIII.  De  leur  cftte, 
les  parties  au  differend  ne  peuvent  pas  non  plus,  6tre  empfeohaes 
par  oes  moyens  de  se  falre  entendre  par  le  Con  sell*  De  m£ne, 

lf  exigence  de  lfunanimlte  des  membre  s  permnnents  ne  peut  emp&cher 
aucun  membre  du  Consell  de  rappeler  aux  membre  s  de  I1  Organ!  sat  Itn 
les  obligations  gen^rales  qufils  assument  de  par  la  Chart  e,  & 
lfegard  du  reglement  paciflque  des  differends  internr.tionaux. 

4.  En  dehors  de  oe  point,  11  se  geut  que  les  decisions  ,et  les 
mesures  prises  par  le  Conseil  de  Securite  aient  des  consequences 
politlques  trfes  import  antes;  elles  peuvent  mfeme  declencher  une 
s£rie  dr£vlnements  qui,  en  dernier  ressort,  contraindralent  le 
Conseil,  s^ue  sa  propx;e  responsabilite,  K  prendre  des  mesures 

de  ooercition  envisagees  dans  la  Section  B,  Chapitre  VIII.  Cette 
chalne  d'ev^nements  commence  lorsque  le  Conseil  decide  de  falre 
une  enjufite,  ou  determine  que  le  moment  est  venu  d!inviter  les 
Etats  a  regler  leurs  differends,  ou  bien  adresse  des  recomman- 
datlons  aux  parties  en  o^use.  C'est  a  des  decisions  et  mesures 
de  cet  ordre  que  s!apt>llque  la  r£gle  de  I'unaninite  des  membres 
permanents,  aveo  la  clause  importante,  signalee  ci-dessue,  ^de 
1'abstentlon  des  parties  au  differend,  lorsqu1!!  faut  proeeder 
au  vote. 

5.  A  tltre  d'exemple:  en  ordonnant  une  enqufite,  le  Conee-il 
dolt  etudler  la^question  de  savolr  si  cette  mesure  qui^peut 
comprendre  la  reclamation  de  rt-pports,  lf  audition  de  teinoins 
l!envoi  de  comalssions  d^nqufete",  ou  tels  i  utros  moyens  —  ne 
risque  pi  B  afaggraver  encore  la  situation.  L!enqu6te  une  fois 
ternlnee,  le  Consell  ^doit  determiner  si  la  persistance  de  la 
situation  ou  du  diffeijend  est  susceptible  dt>  mettre  en  danger 
la  palx  et  la  securite  Internationales,  S!il  determine  qu'il 
en  est  ainsl,  le  Conseil  sera  dins  lf  obligation  de  prendre  de 
nouvelles  mesurcs.  De  raeme,  la  decision  de  falre  dee  recounan- 
drtions,  mBne  lorsqu'll  en  est  requis  par  toutes  les  parties  au 
differend,  ou  d'inviter  les  parties  1.  un  diffe'rend  K  remplir 
les  oblitfotlone  quf  elles  tienncnt  de  la  Charts  ,  pourralt  etre 


la  premiere  etape  d'une  suite  de  mesures  dont  le  Consell  de 
Securite  ne  pourrait  se  retlrer  u!au  risque  do  manquer 


pourrait  se  retlrer  qu!au  risque  do  manquer 
lr  accompli  s  semen  t  de  see  responsabilltld. 


6.   Pour  agprloler  la  signification  du  vote  requis 
de  telles  decisions  ou  de  telles  me  sure  s,  11  est  utile  de  pro- 
oeder  K  une  oompr.raison  aveo  las  prescriptions  du  Pacte  de  la 
Sooiete  dee  Nations  ,  sur  les  decisions  du  Coneeil.  Aux  termes 
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de  I'Artlcle  XV  du  Paote  de  la  Socl^t^  des  Nations,  lee  decisions 
de  fond  du  Oonsell  de  la  SocldW  des  Nations  ne  pouvalent  etre 
prises  cue  par  un  vote  unanlme  de  toue  ses  membres  permanent a  ou 
non,  &  1 'exclusion  des  parties  au  diff^rend.  Aux  termes  de 
I'Article  XI,  qul  r^gissalt  la  plupart  des  diff^rends  efvoaurfs 
devant  la  Soclet^  des  Nations,  et  les  decisions  d'enauetee,  la 
r&gle  de  l^unanlmit^  ,rftait  inverlablement  Interpr^t^e  oomrae 
exlgeant  meme  les  volx  des  parties  au  diff^rend* 

La  formule  de  vote  de  Yalta  substltue  k  la  rSgle  d'unanl- 
absolue  du  Consell  de  la  Socie't^f  des  Nations  un  syst£me  de 
lt^  quallfi^e,  pour  les  votes  du  Consell  de  S^curlt^. 
D'apres  ce  syst^me,  les  membres  non-permanents  du  Consell  de 
Stfcurite  n'auront  pas  un  drolt  de  veto  Indlvlduel.  Quant  aux 
membres  permanents  11  n'est  nullement  Question  dans  la  formule 
de  Yaltade  leur  conf^rer  un  drolt  nouveau,  le  drolt  de  veto  en 
1'occurenoe,  aue  les  membres  permanents  du  Consell  de  la  Soci£t^ 
des  Nations  ont  toujours  poss^d^.  La  formule  proposes  pour  aue  le 
Consell  de  S^curltd*  pulsse  r>rendre  des  mesures  oar  un  vote  de 
majorite  de  sept  volx  aura  pour  result at  aue  les  me sure e  de  ce 
Consell  de  B^curlt^  seront  molns  sujettes  Jl  obstruction  aue 
celles  aue  pouvalt  prendre  autrefols  le  Conseil  de  la  Socl^t^ 
des  Nations"  en  application  de  la  rlgle  de  1'unanimlt^  aosolue. 

8.  On  dolt  aussl  se  raooeler  que  d'aprSs  la  formule  de  Yalta, 
les  clna  grandes  gulspances  ne  rieuvent  aglr  par  elles-memes, 
etant  donn^  aue  meme  sous  le  r/gime  de  1'unanlmit^,  toutes 
decisions  du  Consell  devront  r^unlr  lee  volx  de  deux  au  molne 
des  membree  non-permanent s.  En  d'autrfs  termes,  clna  memores 
non-permanent s  auront  la  oosslolllte  d!exercer  en  groupe  un 
drolt  de  veto.  On  ne  dolt  pes  envlsagrr,  n^anmolne,  aue  les 
membres  permanents,  pas  plus  du  reste  aue  les  membres  non-per- 
manents,  emplolent  de  oropos  d^llb^r^  leur  pouvolr  de  veto  pour 
falre  obstacle  aux  operations  du  Consell. 

9.  Etant  donn^  les  reeponeabilit^e  prlmordlales  dee  membres 
permanents,  on  ne  peut  pas  s'attendre,  dans  I'cft&pe  actuelle 
des  conditions  du  monde,  &  ce  quTils  aeeument  lf obligation 
dtaglx^  dans  un  domalne  aussl  grave  que  le  malntlen  de  la  palx 

ft  de  la  s^curlt^  Internationale; s,  en  execution  d'une  decision 
laguelle  lls  n'ont  pas  donnd*  leur  aUh^slon.  Par  consequent, 
si  1'on  veut  rendre  possible  la  procedure' de  vote  de  majorlte 
au  Coneell  de  S^curlt^,  la  seule-  m^thode  pratlaue  conslste  & 
prrfvolr,  pour  les  decisions  ne  conoernant  pas  la  procedure, 
I1 unanlmlt^  des  membres  permanents  plus  les  volx  de  deux  ou 
molns  des  membres  non-permanent s» 

10.  Pour  toutes  oes  ralsons,  les  quatre  gouvernements  Invltante 
ont  donnrf  leur  accord  A  la  formule  de  Yalta  et  1'ont  pr^sent^e 

a  cette  Conference  comme  essentlelle.  si  1'on  dolt  cr^dr  une 
Organisation  Internationale  au  moyen  de  laauelle  toutes  lee 

(3975)  4iv4  -  4  - 


757 

nations  eprises  de  palx  puieeent  effloaoement  s'acquitttr  de 
leurs  responsabilltes  oommunee  4  iVgard  du  maintlen  de  la  palx 
et  de  la  e^curit^  Inter  rationales, 

II 

A  la  luml&re  dee  considerations  exprlm^ee  |  la  partle  I  de 
cet  expose,  on  volt  clelrement  ouellee  dolvent  etre  les  r^)oneee 
aux  questions  poshes  per  le  Sous-Co  ml  t^  &  lfexceptlon  de  la 
question  19.  La  r^ponee  A  cette  dernlSre  Question  est  la 
sulvante  I 

1,  DeAlfavls  des  delegations  des  gouvernements  Invltants, 
le  pro  Jet  meme  de  la  Charte  contlent  une  Indication  sur  1!  appli 
cation  des  procedures  de  vote  aux  diversee  fonctlons  du 


2*  Dans  ce  crs  d!espace,  11  est  Improbable  ou'll  surglsse 
1'evenlr  des  questions  de  grande  Importance  &  promos  desquelles 
on  devra  decider  s1!!  y  a  lieu  dr  employer  un  voue  de  procedure* 
Oependant,  si  cette  occurence  se  produit,  la  decision  sur  le 
point  preiimlnaire  de  savoirAsi  la  question  est  on  non  une 
question  de  procedure,  doit  etre  prise  par  un  vote  de  sept 
membres  du  Oonseil  de  seourlte,  y  compris  les  voix  des  membres 
permanent  s. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 
on  International  Organization 


RESTRICTED 

DOC.  209  (ENGLISH) 

III/1/6 

May  10, 


COMMISSION   III        Security  Coiind! 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


AMENDMENTS  TO  DUMBARTON  OAKS  PROPOSALS 

T  TO  CHAPTER  VI  SECTION  A 
UUTJULNE  BY 


Chapter  VT  Section  A  First  Sentence 

"The  Security  Council  should  consist  of  one  representative 
of  each  of  eleven  members  of  the  Organization." 


Inviting  Powers 
Chile* 

Dominican  Republic 

Ecuador 

Mexico 

Honduras 

Iran 

Mexico 

Turkey 


no  change 

Delete  eleven11  and  substitute 

"fifteen"  Doc.  2,  G/14  (t)  p. 5 
Increase  non-permanent  members  to 

£  or'  10  Doc.  2,  0/14  (o)  p.  11 
Increase  total  seats  to  13 

Doc.  2,  G/7  (p)  P. 36 
Delete  eleven  and  substitute 

"fourteen"  Doc.  2,  G/7  (q)(l)  P-5 
Increase  total  scats  to  15 

Doc.  2,  G/7  (m)  p. 3 
Increase  total  seats  to  15 

Doc.  2,  G/14  (m)  p. 2 
Delete  'eleven  and  substitute 

"twelve"  Doc.  2,.  G/7  (c)(l)  p. 9 
Increase  non-permanent  seats  to  10 

Doc.  2,  G/14  (e)  p. 3 


Chapter  VI  Section  A  Second  Sentence 

Representatives  of  the  US,  UK,  USSR,  China  and,  in  duo 
course,  France,  should  have  permanent  seats. 


Inviting  Powers 
Brazil 

Canada 
Costa  Rica 


no  change 

Requests  permanent  seat  for 

S.  America  Doc.  2,  G/7  (e)  p. 3 
Delete  "in  due  course 

Doc.  2,  G/7  (t)  p.l 
Permanent  seat  should  be  hold  by  one 

of  American  Republics,  besides  US 

Doc.  2,  G/7  (h)(l)  p. 2 
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Dominican  Republic 


Mexico 


Consider  permanent  seal-,  for  an 
American  nation  other  than  US 
Doc.  2,  G/14  (o)  p. 5 

Delote  sctcnce.  Six  semi -permanent 
members  elected  every  8  years  on 
basis  of  responsibility.  For  first 
8  years,  six  r.re  US,  UK,  USSR,  China, 
France,  and  one  Latin  American 
Republic.   Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)(l)  p. 9-10 

American  countries  should  have  more 
than  one  permanent  seat  Doc.  2, 
G/7  (1)  P. 2 

Ch/  ptur  VI  Section  A  Third  Sentence 

The  General  Assembly  should  elect  six  states  to  fill 
the  non-permanent  seats. 
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Inviting  Powers 

Australia 

Canada 

Chile 

Dominican  Republic 

Ecuador 
Mexico 

Prance 

Guatemala 

Honduras 

India 


Add  that  due  regard  be  paid  to  1) 
contribution  of  members  and  2) 
equitable  geographical  distribution 
Doc.  2,  G/29  P. 2 

Add  the  election  based  on  those  who 
proved  able  and  willing,  and  are 
able  and  willing  to  contribute 
Doc.  2,  G/l'f  (1)  p. 8 

Add  that  due  weight  be  given  to  con- 
tribution of  members  and  performance 
of  obligations  to  United  Nations 
Doc.  2,  "G/14  (t)  p.l 

Delete  f!six"  and  substitute  "ten11 
Doc.  2,  0/1 'I-  (f)  p. 5 

Increase  non-permrjient  seats  to  9  or 
10,  ,-t  least  one  third  filled  by 
Latin  America  Doc.  2,  G/14  (o)  p. 11 

Increase  non-permanent  seats  to  8, 
3  to  be  occupied  by  Latin  America 

Increr.se  non-permanent  seats  to  9* 
1  from  each  of  9  zones  Doc.  2,  G/7 

(q)(i)  p-5 

Assign  at  least  one  half  of  non- 
permanent  seats  to  those  with  will- 
ingness and  means  to  participate  to 
substantial  degree  Doc.  2,  G/7  (o) 
Part  I  p. 3 

Several  non-permanent  seats  to  Latin 
America  Doc.  2,  G/7  (f)  p. 3 

Three  non-permanent  scats  to  Latin 
America  Doc.  ?.,  G/7  (m)  p. 3  M 

Delete  Vicct"  and  substitute  "appoint". 
Add  that  diu.  rcg,  rd  be  p<.*ld  to  popu- 
Ictlon,  Industrial  <vnd  economic 
cap.'  city,  contribution  under  VIII 
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B  5,  World  WUP  II  Contribution. 

Doc.  ?,  G/14  (h)  p. 3-4 
Ir?.n  lncrcr.sc  non-pwrmc.ncnt  ser.ta  to  10 

Doc.  2,  G/.14  (m)  p.  2 
Libori::  Should  elect  6  alphabetically 

Doc.  2,  G/14  (c.)  p. 2 
Mexico  Two  from  Latin  America  for  first 

8  yocrc.   Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)(l)  p. 10 
Netherlands         Middle  JFowcra  should  c^lwcys  h&vu 

seat.   Doc.  2,  G/7  (j)  p.10 

Phlllpi  ine          General  Assembly  should  elect  1 
Commonwealth        m-tloii  frem  u;ich  of  six  regions 

Doc,  2,  G/14  (k)  p. 3 
Turkey  Increase  iiun-pcrniununt  se^ts  to  10 

Doc.  P,  G/14  (O  p. 3 
Add  thrt  reprc  scntctioii  be  given  to 

regional  units  by  rotation  emong  them. 

Doc.  2,  G/'t  (/)(!)  p.Jo 
1"  Election  by  L'/3  of  members  of  Assembly 

who  vote,  L.-tin  Aiiierict1  should  hcvo 

c.dcqu-.t.^  reprt  s^nt..ti  on.   Doc.  2, 

G/7  (d)(l)  p. 13 

Ch«  ptcr  VI   Section  B  Fourth   fl>.iiti/noc 

Those    six   ot'.tus    should   be    elected   for   c.  term  of   two 
;r,:^rs,    throe   retiring  er.r.h  ye:.r. 

Inviting   Powers  Du   ch:nc;o. 

Austrr.li-i  Net    ^IjjHbli.    unless   has    entered    into 

.  K?(.  •  r.»  ut   under  VIII,    B5   p. 6 
Chile  DUeix    fl^ixff    oiid    substitute    "ten11; 

dtjlcfcc    "throo"    'uid    substitute    "five11. 

Doc.    ?,    G/7    (i)    p. 5 
Ecuador  Four   of   8    ^(^LirLiip;  c-.Lch  yo:.r 

Doo.    2,    G/7    (p)    p. 35 
Mexico  ThrcL-yo.-r    t^rm  for  y,    3   retiring 

e-ch  yo;:r«     Doc.    P,    G/7    (q)(l)    p. 5 
InOi;  Df.let^    "elect      und    substitute 

"appo.lnt"      Doc.    2f    0/14    (h)    p. 4 
Ir;:i  FJvo   of   10   rotirJng  each  year 

Doc.    T,    G/14    (m)    v.r> 
N.    Zei-lcaid  At   bo  filming  of   acntcnco    Insert 


uos  the  Assembly  otherwise 
decides"   Doc.  2,  G/14  (f)  p.  3 

Chapter  VI  ^cjtlon  A,  Fifth  ^n^jiico 

They  should  not  bu  Imiucdl'itwly  eligible  for  reflection. 

Inviting  Powers     Wo  ohi:iu;c. 
Auntrill-.  Ku  ch::ngc  . 

'  I)c.ictf;  ^election"  :iid  substitute 


tfrc;;,ppolntmentn      Doc.    2,    G/14    (h) 

p'4 
1033  ,. 


Ch::pUr  VI  Sootion  A  Sixth  Sentence 


In  the  flrct  ulc-ctlon  oi'  tho  non-perm.-Jient  members   there 
should  be  chosen  by  tho  Gcnoi1:.!  Asronibly  for  one-year  terms 
-incl  throe  for  two-jvr.r  terms. 
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Inviting  Powers 

Austrrlir 

Chile 

Ecuador 
Mexico 

India 


I  r:ai 
Liberia 


No  change . 
No  change,. 
Delott-  ^thruo"  '-uid  substitute  "five" 

in  2  pieces  Doc.  2,  G/7  (l)  p. 5 
Chancre  "three"  bo  "four"  in  2  olccos 

Koc.  2,  G/7  (p)  p. 36 
Elwct  3  for  1  yec.r  term,  3  for  2  year 

ycv.r  term  Doc.  2, 


turin  .Mid  3  for  3  yc 
G/7  (q)(l)  p. '3 -6 
Jolotc  elect lou"  ai 


Dolotc  olcctlou  and  substitute 
"c-puoliitiiient",  dclcuc  "chosen"  and 
substitute  "appointed".  Doc.  2, 
G/l;f  (h)  p. 4 

Ch-jigo  "three"  to  "five"  in  2  places 
Doc.  2,  G/14  (in)  p. 2 

Delete  this  sentence.  Doc.  2,  0/14 
(a)  p. 2 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organisation  111/1/6(1 

0  May  12,   1 

COMMISSION   HI        Security  Council 


Committee  I   Structure  and  Procedures 


REVISED 

AMENDMENTS  TO  DUMBARTON  OAKS  PROPOSALS 
PERTINENT  TOnSKAPlfJJkr"VT  SECTION  A 


(References  are  to  English  Version  of  Documents  Referred  to) 
Chapter  VI  Section  A  First  Sentence 

"The  Security  Council  should  consist  of  one  representative 
of  each  of  eleven  members  of  the  Organization." 

Inviting  Powers      no  change 

Chile  Doloto  "eleven"  and  substitute 

"fifteen"  Doc.  2,  G/7  (i)  P.  5 
Cuba  Increase  total  soats  to  15 

Doc.  2,  G/14  (g)(l)May  10  Issue,  ;..  1^2 
Dominican  Republic   Increase  non-permanent  members  to 

9  or  10  Doc.  2,  G/14  (o)  p.  11 
Ecuador  Increase  total  seats  to  13 

Doc.  2,  G/7  (p)  P.  36 
Egypt  Delete  "eleven  and  substitute 

"fourteen"  Doc.  2,  G/7  (q)(l)  P.  5 
Honduras  Increase  total  seats  to  15 

Doc,  2,  G/7  (m)  p.  3 
Ir~Ji  Increase  total  scats  to  15 

Doc.  2,  G/14  (m)  p.  2 
Mexico  Delete  "eleven"  and  substitute 

"twelve"  Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)(l)  p.  9 
Turkey  Increase  non-permanent  seats  to  10 

Doc.  2,  0/14  (e)  .p.  3 

Chapter  VI  Section  A  Second  Sentence 

Representatives  of  the  US,  UK,  USSR,  China  and,  In  due 
course,  France,  should  have  permanent  seats. 

Inviting  Powers     no  change 

Brazil  Requests  permanent  seat  for  S9 

America  Doc.  2,  G/7  (e)  p,3 
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Canada 
Dosta  Rica 


Dominican  Republic 
Mexico 


Paraguay 


Delete  l!ln  due  course" 
Doc.  2,  G/7  (t)  p.l 

Permanent  seat  should  be  held  by  one 
of  American  Republics,  besides  U.S. 
Doc.  2,  G/7  (h)(l)  p. 2 

Delete  sentence.  Increase  number  to 
7,  elected  by  Assembly  from  among 
states  assuming  obligations.  May 
be  reelected  indefinitely.  Two 
year  term.   3  replaced  one  year, 
4  next  year.  Doc.  2,  G/14  (g)(l) 
May  10  issue,  p. 3. 

Consider  permanent  seat  for  an 
American  nation  other  than  US 
Doc.  2,  G/14  (o)  p. 5 

Delete  sentence.  Six  semi -permanent 
members  elected  every  8  years  on 
basis  of  responsibility.  For  first 
8  years,  six  are  US,  UK,  USSR,  China, 
Prance,  and  one  Latin  American 
Republic.   Doc.  2, G/7  (c)(l)  p. 9-10 

American  countries  should  have  more 
than  one  permanent  seat.  Doc.  2, 
G/7  (1)  p. 2 
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Chapter  VI  Section  A  Third  Sentence 

The  General  Assembly  should  ulect  six  states  to  fill 
the  non-permanent  seats. 


Inviting  Powers 

Australia 

Canada 

Chile 
Cuba 

Dominican  Republic 
Ecuador 


(1192)  2812 


Add  that  due  regard  bo  paid  to  1) 
contribution  of  members  and  2) 
equitable  geographical  distribution 
Doc.  2,  G/29  P. 3 

Add  that  election  should  be  based  on 
those  who  proved  able  and  willing, 
and  are  able  and  willing  to  con- 
tribute  Doc.  2,  G/14  (1)  p. 8 

Add  that  due  weight  be  given  to  con- 
tribution of  members  and  performance 
of  obligations  to  United  Nations 
Doc.  2.  G/14  (t)  p.l 

Delete  flsixfl  and  substitute  "ten". 
Adequate  representation  for  Latin 
America  Doc  2,  G/7  (i)  P. 5 

Increase  to  8,  olocted  by  Assembly 
from  nations  not  elected  under 
second  sentence.  Doc.  2,  G/14 
(g)(l)  May  10  issue,  p.  3 

Increase  non-permanent  seats  to  9  o** 
10,  at  least  one  third  filled  by 
Latin  America  Doc. 2,  G/14  (o) 

Increase  non-permanent  seats  to  8, 
3  to  be  occupied  by  Latin  America 
Doc.  2,  G/7  (p)  P. 13. 
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Egypt 
Prance 

Guatemala 

Honduras 

India 


Iran 
Liberia 
Mexico 
Netherlands 

Philippine 
Commonwealth 

Turkey 
Uruguay 

Venezuela 


Increase  non-pormanent  seats  to  9> 
1  from  each  of  9  zonos  Doc.  2, 

0/7  (q)(D  P. 5 

Assign  at  least  one  half  of  non- 
porraanent  seats  to  those  with  will- 
ingness and  moans  to  participate 
to  substantial  degree  Doc.  2,  G/7 
(o)  Part  I  p. 3 

Several  non-permanent  seats  to  Latin 
America  Doc.  2,  G/7  (f)  (1)  p. 3 

Three  non-permanent  seats  to  Latin 
America  Doc.  2,  G/7  (m)  p. 3 

Delete  "elect"  and  substitute 
"appoint".  Add  that  duo  regard  be 
paid  to  population,  Industrial  and 
economic  capacity,  contribution 
under  VIII  B5,  World  War  II  Contri- 
bution. Doc.  2,  0/14  (h)  p. 3-4 

Increase  non-permanent  seats  to  10 
Doc.  2,  0/14  (m)  p. 2 

Should  elect  6  alphabetically 
Doc.  2,  0/14  (a)  p. 2 

Two  from  Latin  America  for  first 
8  years.  Doc. 2,  G/7  (c)(l)  p. 10 

Middle  Powers  should  always  have 
seat.  Doc.  2,  G/7  (j)  P. 10 

General  Assembly  should  elect  one 
nation  from  each  of  six  regions 
Doc.  2,  0/14  (k)  p. 3 

Increase  non-permanent  seats  to  10 
Doc.  2,  0/14  (o)  p. 3 

Add  that  representation  be  given  to 
regional  units  by  rotation  among 
them.  Doc.  2,  G/7  (a)(l)  p. 13 

Latin  America  should  have  adequate 
representation.  Doc.  2,  G/7  fd)(l) 
P. 13 


Chapter  VI  Section  A  Fourth  Sentence 

These  six  states  should  be  elected  for  a  term  of  two 
years,  three  retiring  each  year. 


Inviting  Powers 
Australia 


Chile 


No  change 

Not  eligible  unless  has  entered  into 

agreement  under  VIII,  (B)  5  Doc.  2, 

0/14  (1)  p. 8 
Delete  "six"  and  substitute  "ten"; 

delete  "three"  and  substitute  "five". 

Doc.  2,  G/7  (1)  P. 5 
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Cuba  8  states  elected  (under  third  sentence 

are  elected)  for  two-year  term,  4 
replaced  each  year  Doc.  2,  G/14 
(g;(l)  May  10  Issue  p.  3 

Ecuador  Pour  of  8  retiring  each  year 

Doc.  2,  0/7  (p)  p.  36 

Egypt  Three-year  term  for  9,  3  retiring 

each  year  Doc.  2,  G/7  (q)(l)  P.  5 

India  Delete  "elect"  and  substitute 

"appoint11     Doc.   2,    0/14   (h)  p.  4 

Iran  Five  of  10  retiring  each  year 

Doc.  2,  0/14  (in)  p.  2 

N.  Zealand          At  beginning  of  sentence  insert 

"Unless  the  Assembly  otherwise 
decides"  Doc.  2,  0/14  (f)  p.  3 

Chapter  VI  Section  A,  Fifth  Sentence 

They  should  not  be  immediately  eligible  for  reelection. 

Inviting  Powers      No  change. 

Cuba  8  states  elected  (under  third 

sentence  not  eligible)  for  re- 

election. Doc.  2,  0/14  (g)(l)  3 
India  Delete  "election"  and  substitute 

"reappolntment"  Doc.  2,  0/14  (h) 

P.  4 

Chapter  VI  Section  A  Sixth  Sentence 

In  the  first  election  of  the  non-permanent  members  three 
should  be  chosen  by  the  General  Acscnbly  for  one  -year  terms 
and  three  for  two-year  terms. 

Inviting  Powers      No  change 

Chile  Delete  tTthree"  and  substitute  "five" 

in  2  places  Doc.  2,  G/7  (l)  p.  5 
Ecuador  Change  "three"  to  "four"  in  2  places 

Doc.  2,  G/7  (p)  P.  36 
Egypt  Elect  3  for  1  year  term,  3  for  2  year 

term  and  3  for  3  year  term  Doc.  2, 
) 


(q)0)  p.  5- 
India  Delete  ,  "election"  and  substitute 

"appointment";  delete  "chosen"  and 

substitute  "appointed".  Doc.  2, 

0/14  (h)  p.  4 
Iran  Change  "three"  to  "five"  in  2  places 

Doc.  2,  0/14  (m)  p.  2 
Liberia  Delete  this  sentence.  Doc.  2, 

0/14  (.1)  p.  2 
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THE  UNITED  NATION3  CONFERENCE  RESTRICTED 

ON  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATION,  TENTATIVE 

Doc.  360  (ENGLISH) 

III/i/16 

May  15,  19*5 


III/l 

DOCUMENT  TABLE 

ON 
CHAPTER  VI   SECTIONS  B,  C,  AMD  D 

OF 
DUMBARTON  OAKS  PROPOSALS 

May  15,  1945 

Note:  This  table  attempts  to  set  forth  the  amendments, 
comments,  and  proposals  duly  submitted  by  the  various  govern- 
ments up  to  May  15,  19*5,  Inclusive,  covering  Sections  B,  C, 
and  D  of  Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals,  arranged 
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Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

Section  B.   Principal  Func- 
tions and  Powers. 

1.   In  order  to  ensure  prompt 
and  effective  action  by  the 
Organization,  members  of  the 
Organization  should  by  the 
Charter  confer  on  the  Securi- 
ty Council  primary  responsi- 
bility for  the  maintenance  of 
international  peace  and  secu- 
rity and  should  agree  that  in 
carrying  out  these  duties 
under  this  responsibility  it 
should  act  on  their  behalf. 


Amendments  Proposed  by  the 
frour  Sponsoring  Governments 


NOME 


Amendment  s  ,  Comments  and  Proposals 


NORWAY  (Doc.  2,  G/J  (n)(l),  p. 
lete  the  vord  ''Principal". 


Amendment:   In  the  title,  de- 


"Reasons:  As  a  matter  of  legal  principle,  the  functions  and 
povers  of  the  organs  of  the  Organization  should  be  exhaustively 
stated  in  the  Charter." 


CHILE  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (i)>  P-  6).   Add  the  following  sentence: 

"Siich  responsibility  would  last  so  long  as  the  Assembly  does 
not  function  &nd  until  it  is  called  .  " 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA  (Doc.  2,  G/lk  (b),  p.  2).   Comment: 

"The  Council  shall  always  have  the  right  and  the  duty  to  take 
al3  conservatory  measures  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  peace 
and  s  e  curl  t  y  .  f  ' 


DOMINICAN  REPUBLIC  (Doc.  2,  G/l^ 


P-  H  )  •   Proposals: 


"O)   That  amendment  of  Chapter  VI,  Section  B,  paragraph  1, 
be  considered,  In  order  that  the  powers  to  be  granted  the 
Security  Council,  If  It  is  desired  that  the  proposed  organiza- 
tion, be  efficacious,  be  reconciled  with  the  deliberative 
character  of  the  General  Assembly,  according  to  its  own  nature. 
If  this  amendment,  nevertheless,  is  not  considered  advisable, 
it  would  in  any  event  be  desirable  that  the  special  attributes 
of  those  organs  be  fixed  with  greater  precision,  particularly 
with  respect  to  the  two  following  points:   a)  the  validity 
that  should  be  given  to  the  recommendations  of  the  General 
Assembly  or  the  Security  Council,  since  the  draft  does  not 
Indicate  whether  or  not  these  have  imperative  scope;  and  b) 
the  unavoidable  nature  which  should  attend  the  obligation  of 
the  organ  whose  duty  it  is  to  hand  down  opinions  or  make 
proposals." 
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Chapter  VI,  Section  B,  continued. 

ECUADOR  (Doo.  2,  O/V  (p),  pp.  14-15).   Proposals: 

"The  establishment  of  the  duty  of  the  Council  to  report  on 
its  general  conduct  to  the  Asr.ombly,  and  the  authority  vh3  ch 
the  latter  would  have  to  address  to  the  former  recommendations 
or  votes  taken  vith  the  purpose  of  obtaining  complete  observance 
of  the  arduous  and  complex  duties  of  the  Council* 

"Likewise,  and  in  order  to  assure  division  of  authority  be- 
tween the  Assembly  and  the  Council,  it  would  be  advloablc  to 
forbid  the  Council --as  the  Inter -American  Juridical  Committee 
has  wisely  surges ted --to  establish  or  modify  principles  or 
rules  of  law,  and  with  greater  reason  If  there  should  be  ac- 
cepted the  EcuaUorean  suggestion  that  it  constitute  an  exclu- 
volve  power  of  the  Assembly." 

EGYPT  (Doc.  2,  Q/7,  (q)(l),  P-6).   Comment: 

"Paragraphs  1  and  4  of  this  Section  should  be  modified  to  con- 
form with  the  amendment  to  Chapter  VII 1 7  Section  B,  paracraph 
4,  proposed  by  the  Egyptian  Delegation  vith  the  object  of  re- 
ferring to  the  examination  of  the  General  Assembly  any  deci- 
sions taken  by  the  Security  Council,  implying  the  adoption  of 
enforcement  measures.11 

GUATEMALA  (Doc.  2  G/7  (f)(l),  p.?.   See  also  Doc,  2,  G/Y  (f),  p. 2). 
Comment: 

"It  would  be  advisable  to  reduce  the  extent  of  the  powers  of 
the  Security  Council*   An  acceptable  formula  would  be  to  assicn 
them  to  the  Council  by  delegation  °?  the  General  Assembly,  by 
subordinating  the  action  of  the  Council  to  revio.ion  and  approval 
by  the  Assembly." 

MEXICO  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)(l),  p.  1O).   Amendment  Indicated  by  under- 
lining: 

"1.   In  order  to  ensure  prompt  andx effective  action  by  the 
Organization  members  of  the  Organization  should  by  tho  Charter, 
for  a_  term  of  eight  years,  confer  on  the  Security  Council  pri- 
mary responsibility"  for  the  maintenance  of  International  peace 
and  security  and  should  agree  that  in  carrying  out  these  duties 
under  this  responsibility  the  Council  should  act  on  their  be- 
half during  the  period  in  question,  although  with  the  limitations 
spoelried  In  paragraph  r""bf  Section  B  of  Chapter  V7"""" 

PARAGUAY  (Doc.  2,  Q/JT  (l),  p. 2).  Proposals. 

"The  Assembly,  in  which  representatives  of  all  peace -lovinc 
nations  of  the  world  ma.?  have  seats,  is  not  competent  even  to 
admit  to  its  membership  another  nation  without  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Council.   This  unbalance  of  powers  could  bo  corrected 
In  such  a  way  as  to  satisfy  the  feelings  and  the  authority  of 
the  nations  represented  in  the  Assembly  with  the  preferential 
status  accorded  to  the  Council,  as  follows: 

"(a)  The  General  Assembly  must  be  the  highest  authority  of 
the  Association  and,  therefore,  its  competence  must  not  bo  li- 
mited by  reason  of  the  nature  of  the  questions. 

11  (b)  The  Security  Council  must  not  be  a  mere  executive  organ 
of  the  Assembly.  While  the  Assembly  is  not  in  ucutilon,  the 
Council  should  have  equal  competence  to  originate,  in  questions 
relative  to  the  collective  peace  and  security. 

1*79  -2- 


769 
Chapter  VI,  Section  B,  continued. 

"(c)  The  part  assigned  to  tlie  G^oat  Powers  in  questions  re- 
lative to  collective  security  and  world  peace  must  be  reconciled 
with  the  dignity  of  tho  Coneral  Assembly,  with  a  suitable  con- 
trol of  the  percentages  of  vot^»  necessary  to  enable,  the  Assem- 
bly to  review  any  possible  una*"\i'  Intervention  by  the  Council . lf 

TURKEY  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (e)(l),  p. 2).   Camn»ent  with  reference  to 
Chapter  V,  Section  B: 

"The  General  Asoombly  xs  the  new  Organ  •*  action* s  representa- 
tive bod^  pjar  cxeellenc^ .  By  delegating  its  powers,  the  General 
Assembly  oruHowr  the  "Soc^rLty  Council  with  far-rcachJug  prero- 
gatives and  rerpflnuibilltios .   It  ia  therefore  *nly  right  that, 
in  return,  tho  Security  Council  should  report  to  the  General 
Assrmbly  on  any  decision  It  may  havn  tak^n  and  applied,  In  vir- 
tue of  these  powers,  for  tho  maintenance  of  international  peace 
and  security. 

VENEZUELA.  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (d)(l),  p.  14).   Comment: 

"This  section  Contains  such  c  brood  delegation  of  the  Powers 
of  tho  International  Union  to  the  Security  Council  that  it  ap- 
pears practice.}  ly  Unacceptable  in  its  present  form.   It  is  use- 
less to  &o  ovor  the  arnumenttf  Sut  forth  concerning  the  natter. 
It  is  necessary  to  repeat,  ne-vcrth'-less,  that  such  a  derogation 
of  poworo  can  be  admitted  if  there  arc  attributed  to  the  central 
organization,  that  is,  the  G'-ne-ral  Ascc^inbly,  the  necessary 
powers  of  control  mid  if  the  nurmbr-r  Stritf  a  nrc  glvr-n  the  remedy 
of  an  appeal  thereto;  a?  1  tli^  iunr»;  Ijccaune  there  will  be  repre- 
sented 1n  the  Assembly  aD  1  th«  moiubor?  of  tho  Council.   For  con- 
flicts of  a  leftcil  character  er  euseoptiblc  of  be-lng  settled  judi- 
cially, the-  respective-  obsorvationo  of  this  report  should  be 
taken  into  account." 


Chapter  VI,  Section  B,  continued. 
Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

2.   In  discharging  these 
duties  the  Security  Coun- 
cil should  act  In  accord- 
ance with  the  purposes  and 
principles  of  the  Organi- 
zation. 


Amendments  Proposed  by  the 
Four  Sponsoring  Governments 


NONE 


Amendments,  Comments  and  Proposals 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (b),  p.2).   Proposals: 

"Should  the  Security  Council  come  to  tho  conclusion  that  Inter- 
national peace  and  security  can  be  maintained  only  by  measures 
not  In  conformity  vlth  those  fundrjnental  principles  (respect 
for  tho  territorial  Integrity  and  political  Independence  of 
States -members),  and  especially  by  territorial  changes,  tho 
matter  should  be  laid  before  tho  Assembly.  At  the  request  of 
any  party  to  tho  dispute,  the  question  shall  also  be  laid  be- 
fore tho  Assembly.   In  these  cases  the  Assembly  should  decide 
by  a  tvo -thirds  majority  vote." 

NORWAY  (Doc.  2,  O/T  (n)(l),  p. 4).   Put  aftor  "Organization"  a 


comma  and. 
Add:   "the 


Add:   "the  provisions  of  the  Charter  and  the  consideration 
that  no  solution  should  Ee"  imposed  upon  ji  Stato^of  a  nature 
to  Impair  Its  cohfldence"Tji"lLt8  future  security  or  welfare . " 

Reasons:   The  rules  of  conduct  otherwise  determined  by  the 
purposes  and  principles  are  here  specified  In  a  direction  where 
doubts  might  otherwise  arise." 


Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

3.  The  specific  powers 
conferred  on  the  Security 
Council  in  order  to  carry 
out  these  duties  are  laid 
down  in  Chapter  VIII. 


Amendments  Proposed  by  the 
Four  Sponsoring  Governments 


NONE 


No  Amendments,  Comments  or  Proposals 


Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

4.  All  members  of  the  Or- 
ganization should  obligate 
themselves  to  accept  the 


Amendments  Proposed  by  the 
Four  Sponsoring  Governments 


NONE 
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Chapter  VI,  Section  B,  continued. 


decisions  of  the  Security 
Council  and  to  carry  them 
out  In  accordance  vlth  tho 
provisions  of  tho  Charter* 


Amendments,  Comments  and  Proposals 
LIBERIA  (Doc.  fe,  G/14  (a),  p.  2).   Amendment: 

"that  the  period  ( . )  at  tho  end  of  said  section  should  be 
removed  and  a  semicolon  (;)  placed  In  Its  sto^d  and  the  phrase 
•provided  always  that  such  decisions  may  be  reviewed  by  the 
General  Assembly,1" 

MEXICO  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)(l),  p.  11).   Amendment:   To  put  a 
comma  after  Charter,  and  t*dd: 

"although  In  the  case  of  questions  not  calling  for  1m- 
med late  acTtTon  they  shalinFTave  the  rTgKF"to  appeal  to  ]EHe 


_        'ctions  provided  ]5y  paragra^E  1  of 

SecVionB  of  Chapter  V."   (See  Ibid.,  pp.  o-71 

NETHERLANDS  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (j),  p.  14).   Proposal: 

"No  right  of  free  appreciation  with  regard  to  decisions 
duly  arrived  at  to  be  given  to  any  state,  except  in  questions 
of  coercion  by  armed  force  of  third  parties,  and  then  to  all 
states,  great  or  small  (except  when  expressly  stipulated 
otherwise  in  special  regional  agreements),  and  whether  these 
states  are  members  of  the  Security  Council  or  not." 
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Chapter  VI,  Section  B,  Continued 
Dumbarton.  Oaks  Propose.!  s 

5.   In  order  to  promote  tho 
establishment  and  inalntentinoe 
of  internet; onal  peace  and  so- 
curity  with  tho  least  diver- 
sion of  tnc  world 'G  human  and 
economic  resource 3  Tor  arma- 
ments t  the  Security  Council, 
with  Uie  ai2  s  x  stance  of  the 
Military  Staff  Cojimittoc  re- 
ferred to  in  Chni tor  VIJI, 
Section  B,  paragraph  ^,  jhuuld 
have  'the  responsibility  for 
formulating  plans  for  tho  03- 
trtblishmenL  of  a  sy^com  of 
regulation  of  armaments  for 
submission  to  the  members  of 
the  Organization. 


Amendments  jPiloj^e-sed  B£  The 
fruur  Spoils  or /rig  lib' vc xy an el^t" j 

NONE 


Amendments,  Comments  imd  Suggest  Jons 

URUGUAY  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (t)(l),  p.  14.   Amendment  indicated  by  J  talic 
type  : 

"in   order   to   promote    the    estcbJ  iolunont    and  nu-J  ntenrjico   of   in- 
ternational  pc/ice    and    security  with   tlic    least   cl-tvcraj  'jri   of    the 
world's   human   ^md    economic    resources    for   arrnomenta,    the   Security 
Council,    with   the    acaiati.jnce   of    th^   MJUtary   Staff   Committee   ro- 
ferrod    to    in  Chnptor  VTTI,    Section  B,    p^ra^rapii   ^9    jhall   h.-vc,    the 
respopj  !  bi3  i  ty   Tor   formulating   pllf.na    for    tiie    oc  fcabl  ,.  jhuoiit   ef   a 
system   of   regulation  of   cnnamunts,    t^  ^   production   e_f  which    shall 
be   reserved   exclusively    to   governnti-iitJ,    1'or    uubmis:j..oi3    to    the 
in  Ambers    of    the 


CHILE"  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (l),  p.  6). 


"6.        

to   d^termlnud   case',,    __ 

Orgorij  Zc'.tlons>    or  upon   certain   of 

^>roval   of   tlTe   Assemoly  Ly   a  m^IjoriYy   .-  n  wF  

*e   votes   oT   the   Status    ithut    are  member 3   oTr"fee'^CrQancii/    otEer 


Decisions   uf    t}ie   Council    tonrling   to    jmposo^    with   respect 
iseLy    ^ecific    oHj  reS^tlens    up  en  members   of   tno 

upon 

of  the  Assembly 


chori  , 


require  the 

DII  To" 


_ 

S  t  at  e  s   parT:icTpatu   uilp  1  l""r  e  c.ch  j.ng    two  -  th  ir  d  3    of  jbhr; 
I>re3erit   in   the   Assembly. 

"7.      In   cnsc  s    of   docisiona   of   the    Council    the.t    conform   to 
the   purposes    and  principles    scT^'forth   in  Gimp  tors   T"  r-Lid   Tl 
^oid   do  not  "o  b  t  a  J  n  a   t  wo^-  th  i  r  d  s   _vp  t  e    in"The   As  3  eiubl  y  ,   '  the  r  ^    1_3 
no  th  tng   to   prevent   from  proceeding   in  accordance   with    the    j"'.Td 
decis  Lona    trio^e  members'  of   the  g^incTl   and   tho^e  members   qT~"cHe 
wKo"  inay  have   voTedlln  f  fxvor   of   tV^em  or  "may  volun'har'ily 


auch 


With   respect    to    compulsive    Actions    and   coll  ribo  r  r.  1  1  on  3 

niilitarv  nature  ,    thoro   shnl  1   bo   obligated   to   p.'irticips.tc 
iii  only  those  gtateo   which   ahTxTl'^iy.y^  '^;3'^  to 
t  9    as   provrcfyT?  Ju  gEgipbor  VI 


to   it  by  a 
3  ^  c  tTon"?  , 


of  . 

tnerciii  only  t 
ratified"  Ayr  em 
^  .r  ^jr&ph  5! 

M9-   In  cases  of  non-part  j  cipatlon  of  members  of  the  Organ- 
ization in  actions  of  the  letter  01*  of  its  member  3,  in  accord- 
ance with  paragraphs  6,  7  tuu*  fi  abovu,  non-port  icipcit  Ing  raom- 
bers  may  not  take  pooltlono  or  /-ttitudus  which  may  hinder  or 
thwart  such  actions.11 


773 
Ch^ptor  VI,  Section  B,  continued 

ECUADOR   (Doc.  2,  G/7  (p),  p.  38).   Add: 

"6.   Responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of  International 
peace  and  security,  vested  upon  the  Security  Council,  shall 
entnil  the  obligation  of  the  latter  to  submit  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  General  Assembly  periodical  and  special 
reports  in  vhlch  It  should  render  a  detailed  account,  vlth 
reasons,  of  all  its  actions  and  decisions. 

"The  General  Assembly  should,  corrolatively,  have  the  ob- 
ligation of  studying,  thrsse  reports  and  approving  or  dis- 
approving them  partly  or  wholly,  accordinc  w^  its  free  judg- 
ment, and  it  should,  furthermore,  have  the  power  to  address 
recommendations  or  votes  to  the  Security  Council  for  the 
cample  to  observance*  of  the  duties  inherent  in  Jts  respon- 
sibility to  maintain  International  peace  and  security. 

11  Y  •   In  the  fulfillment  of  the  duties  inherent  in  its 
responsibility  to  maintain  international  pcaco  and  security, 
the  Security  Council  shall  not  establish  or  modify  principles 
or  rules  of  law  but  shall  respect  and  enforce  and  apply  the 
principles  or  rulos  of  existing  law." 

NORWAY   (Doc.  2,  G/7  (n)(l),  pp.  4-5).   Amendments: 

"6.   The  Security  Council  is  ompoworod  to  cm  force  by 
approprTiTUu  moans  the  execution  of  "any  final  duel's  I  on 
in  rrirrsputonaJT'wQcn  "S  tatos  dell  verb  ao'l  frhor  by  tho 
jF"rmaii^ri1,'  Court  of  ^ntorna'tlonc.1  Juatlco  or  by  any  other 
tribunal  whoso  juris  diet  ion  in  tho  m" 
ognizod  Ly  fTTL  St'Ltua  parties  to  thu 


"Reasons:   Thu  auto-ox^cution  by  c.  State  having  obtained 
judgment  in  Its  favour  should  bo  o:.  eluded,  but  tho  corollary 
ia  that  tho  Srcurity  Council  may  ict  ovon  if  no  throat  to 
tho  poico  io  involvod  in  the  particular  dispute  or  in  tho 
non-oxucution  of  th«- 


11 V  •      Thj£  Socurltfr    Council    should   perform   such  functions 
in   ro  lain,  on   to    UfTorTcTlon   of  "the'  judges   of   tho_  Pornvmolit 
Court   of   Intornr.tioii^i   Justice"  2-IL  m^yu^  ""confer  rod  upon   it 
b^  •Lho~5't"itutc?   of   tho   Court.1' 

"Reasons:   Scu  the  analogous  provision  of  Ch-ptor  V,  B,  4." 
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CHAPTER  VI 


Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

(The  text  as  proposed  at 
the  Crimea  Conference) 

Section  C .  Voting 

1 .  Each  member  or  the 
Security  Council  should 
have  one  vote . 

2.  Decisions  of  the  Se- 
curity Council  on  procedural 
matters  should  be  made  by 
an  affirmative  vote  of 
seven  members  • 

3.  Decisions  of  the  Se- 
curity Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  made  by 
an  affirmative  vote  of 
seven  members  Including 
the  concurring  votes  of 
the  permanent  members;  pro- 
vided that,  in  decisions 
under  Chapter  VIII,  Section 
A,  and  under  the  second 
sentence  of  paragraph  1  of 
Chapter  VIII,  Section  C, 

a  party  to  a  dispute  should 
abstain  from  voting. 


'our  Sponsor: 


opo 


RONS 


Amendments*  Comments  and  Proposals 
AUSTRALIA  (Doc.  2,  0/14  (l),  p.  8).  Amendment: 

"(1)  Each  member  of  the  Security  Council  shall  have  one 
vote . 

"(2)  Except  as  otherwise  expressly  provided,  a  decision 
of  the  Security  Council  may  be  made  upon  the  affirmative 
vote  of  seven,  members  • 

"(3)  In  decisions  of  the  Security  Council  under  Sec- 
tion (A)  of  Chapter  VIII  and  under  tho  first  paragraph  of 
Section  (C)  of  Chapter  VIII,  a  party  to  a  dispute  shall 
abstain  from  voting. 

"(4)  Under  Section  (B)  of  Chapter  VIII,  a  decision  of 
the  Security  Council  shall  require  the  affirmative  vote 
of  seven  mombers.  including  the  five  permanent  members. 
Under  paragraph  (2)  of  Soctlon  (C)  of  Chapter  VIII,  a 
decision  of  tho  Security  Council  shall  XKJ quire  the  affirma- 
tive vote  of  seven  mombers,  including  at  least  three  of  the 
permanent  member 8," 


1*79 


-8- 


775 
Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  continued 

BRAZIL  (Doc.  2,  0/7  (e),  P«  9).   Comment  and  Amendment: 

"Thus,  with  regard  to  the  present  chapter,  the  Delega- 
tion of  Brazil  limits  Itself  to:   (a)  manifesting  a  de- 
sire that  In  the  definitive  plan  of  the  world  organiza- 
tion, In  so  far  as  it  relates  to  voting  procedure  on  the 
Security  Council,  the  regulation  be  adopted  that  the  State 
violating  the  obligations  contained  In  the  basic  charter 
will  not  have  the  right  to  vote,  vhen  the  matter  to  which 
the  violation  relates  Is  to  be  resolved;  (b)  Indicating 
the  necessity  that  the  following  words  be  omitted  from 
paragraph  5  of  Section  D,  in  the  event  that  the  principle 
of  the  universality  of  the  new  International  organization 
Is  accepted:   'and  any  State  not  a  member  of  the  Organi- 
zation1; (c)  suggesting  an  amplification  of  Section  D,  which 
would  be  called  number  6  end  would  read  as  follows: 

W6.   In  cases  foreseen  In  the  two  preceding  paragraphs 
numbers  4  and  5")  >  a  mcmbor  of  the  Organization  allowed  to 
participate  In  the  discussion  should,  in  voting  matters, 
have  a  position  equal  to  that  granted  to  members  of  the 
Council ." 

CANADA   (Doc.  2,  G/14  (t),  pp.  1-2).   Amendment: 

Paragraph  3.   Substitute  for  the  first  clause  the  following: 

"Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other  matters 
shall  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  not  loss  than  two - 
thirds  of  all  the  members  of  the  Security  Council  including 
the  concurring  votes  of  the  permanent  members ;"  (provided 
thrt,  etc.) 

CUBA   (Doc.  2,  G/14  (g)(l),  p.  5).   Amendments: 

"2.   The  Decisions  of  tfie  Council  should  be  made  by  ^n 
affirmative  vote  of  two -thirds  of  Its  members  except  fo* 
decisions  of  mere  proceduz»e,  %whcre  <?  simple  majority  would 
be  sufficient.   In  doubtful  cases,  the  Council,  by  n  voto 
of  two-thirds  of  its  members,  will  decide-  whether  the  matter 
on  hand  is  or  is  not  one  of  mere  procedure . 

"3.   In  matters  concerning  the  maintenance  of  peace  and 
international  security,  to  which  Chapter  VIII  refers, 
decisions  must  be  mndc  by  c  vote  of  two -thirds  of  the 
seven  Stntes  mentioned  in  paragraph  P)  of  subsection  1  of 
Section  A  of  Chapter  VI,  end  by  r,  vote  cf  two -thirds  of  the 
other  members  of  the  Council." 

ECUADOR   (Doc.  2,  Q/7  (p),  pp.  38-39)-   Amendments: 

"2.   All  decisions  of  the  Security  Council,  whatever  may 
be  the  subject  donlt  with,  shall  require  the  affirma- 
tive vote  of  eight  of  its  members  for  rpprovr»l . 

"3.   Members  of  the  Council  who  nro  parties  to  a  dis- 
pute or  controversy,  tht  cognizance  of  which  directly  or 
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indirectly  devolves  upon  the  Council  itself,  3hr.ll  ro- 
fraln  from  voting  on  decisions  which  the  latter  takes, 
in  accordance  with  its  powers  and  authority  established 
in  Chapter  VIII  of  the  ProposaDs,  in  connection  with 
such  dispute  or  controversy.11 

EGYPT   (Doc.  2,  G/7  (q)(l),  P-  7)-   Amendments: 

"2.  Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  matters  of 
procedure  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  eight 
members  . 

"3-   Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  shall  be  made  by  m  affirmative  vote  of  eight 
members  including  the  concurring  votes  of  the  Permanent 
Members  or  the  votes  cf  at  least  four  of  them,  being 
understood  that  &  party  to  a  dispute  should  abstain  from 
voting  when  that  dispute  is  under  examination.*' 

EL  SALVADOR   (Doc.  2,  G/14  (j),  p.  l),   Addition  after  paragraph  3: 

"4.   In  dealing  with  matters  that  ore  not  of  a  procedural 
nature,  if  the  «?ff  i.rmatlvo  voto  of  seven  or  more  members  of 
the  Security  Council  Inc  Lvdes  the  concurring  votes  of  a  ma- 
jority cf  the  permanent  member  a  cf  the  Council,  but  not  the 
unanimous  vote  of  such  permanent  members,  the  Security  Coun- 
cil shall  refer  the  matter  under  con?idorntion  to  the  General 
Assembly  for  final  decision  and  shall  act  in  due  time  in 
accordance  with  such  a  decision  cf  the  General  Assembly, 
which  in  this  cnse  will  require  e  two  -thirds  majority  vote  ." 

ETHIOPIA  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (n),  pp.  1-2).   Amendment  to  paragraph  3: 

Insert  "after  tha  words  'Chapter  VIII,  Section  A1  the  words 
•and  Section  B,  paragraph  31." 

PRANCE   (Doc.  2,  G/7  (u),  Port  II,  pp.  2-3).   Amendment  to 
Section  C: 

"(  1  )   To  maintain  and  to  restore  internctlonr>.l  peace  and 
security,  tne  security  Council  anrTlTTTiavo  recourse,  gc  cord- 
ing to  clrcumotcncos  ,  to  Tocommfc'ndPtiona  *  or_  'daclsTons  '  . 
"  '  sTTc.ll  be  app  r  o  v  e  cTTby  an  (unqualified; 

of  thi;  members  of  ThJ  Council  . 


two-thirdo  m^jcr'lty  vote  of 
TPecTiToha  f"3finll  b"o~  rpprov 


_ 

majority  vote^  (TncTudlng  ttie"  concurring  voTes  of 
permanent  memborsT^ 

"Should  the  Council  not  succeed  in  reaching  r±  decision, 
the  members  of"Xhe  OreonTzrtlon  reserve  to  themselves  tho 
righT^'to  net  .^s"  they  mcy  consider  necessary  in  The  intorost 
of  pfaoco,  rigfiT  nnd  justice  .  " 

GREECE  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (i),  p.  2).   Amendment: 

Insert  between  pr-racrrphs  2  and  3  the  following: 

"Paragraph  3:   'Rocommondntions  by  the  Security  Council 
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under  paragraph  2  of  Seotlon  B  of  Chapter  VIII  should  be 
made  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  seven  members . ' 

"The  original  paragraph  3  would  thus  become  paragraph  4." 
QUATEMAIA  (Doc.  2,  O/7  (f)(l),  P-  1).   Comment: 

"It  seems  logical  that  the  members  of  the .Security  Council, 
as  veil  as  those  of  other  organs  should  retain  the  right  to 
speak,  but  Viet  to  vote,  when  questions  are  discussed  or 
measures  have  to  be  taken  particularly  affecting  the  in- 
terests of  their  respective  natloriB,  as  otherwise,  such 
countries  vould  be  placod  in  an  advantageous  position  with 
respect  to  the  othors." 

IRAK  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (ra),  p.  2),  Ame&dnent  to  Section  C: 

"1.  Each  member  of  tsh*  Security  Council  should  have  one 
vote. 

"2.  Decisions  of  %b*  Security  Council  on  all  matters 
should  be  made  by  en  aWlma-cive  vote  of  nine  members;  pro- 
vided that,  In  decisions  under  Chapter  VIII,  Section  A, 
and  under  the  second  sentence  of  Paragraph  I  of  Chapter 
VIII,  Section  C,  a  party  to  o  dispute  should  abstain  from 
voting." 

NETHERLANDS   (Doc.  2,  G/7  (J)(l),  p.  *O  .   Amond  paragraph  3  to 
read: 

"(3)   Decisions  cf  tho  Security  Council  on  all  other 
matters  should  be  made  by  an  affirmative  vote  including 
the  concurrent  votes  of  the  permanent  members  and  of  one- 
half  of,  or --in  cases  in  which  the*  number  of  11  on  -permanent 
members  entitled  to  vote-  is  unevtm--the  majority  of  the 
non -permanent  members,  provided  that  in  decisions  under 
Chapter  8,  Suction  A  and  under  the  second  sentence  of 
paragraph  1  of  Chapter  8,  Section  C,  a  party  to  a  dis- 
pute should  abstain  froa  voting." 

NORWAY   (Doc.  2,  G/7  (n)(l),  p.  5).   Amendment  to  paragrnph  3: 
To  require  a  vote  of  "eight"  members. 

PHILIPPINE  COMMONWEALTH   ( Doc  .  2 ,  G/14  ( k ) ,  pp.  3, 7 U  Amendment : 

Substitute  for  tho  first  clause  of  paragraph  3  the  following: 

"3-   Decisions  of  the  Security  Council  on  a!3  other 
matters  should  be  nuide  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  a  ma- 
jority of  tho  permanent  mcmbors  and  a  majority  of  the 
non-permanent  membors,  voting  separately;" 

and  add  at  the  end  of  paragrnph  3  (after  "voting") 

"In  all  decisions  involving  the  use  of  armed  forces 
to  maintain  peace,  an  affirmative  vote  of  four-fifths 
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(4/5)  of  the  permanent  members  and  three-fourths 

or  the  non  -permanent  members  of  the  Security  Council 

should  be  required. 

"it  Is  proposed  that  If  the  amendments  on  the  two  sub 
jects  listed  above*  as  embodied  In  this  document*  are  not 
found  acceptable*  the  following  alternative  proposal  be 
considered: 


Should  the  Seetorlty  Council* 


concurrence  of  one  pe 
clslon  under  Paragr 
tion  should  be  su 


mitted  to 

shou 

of 


Decisions  of  tKe* 
It  by  the  SeeurTFy 
' 


tHls  sect 

the  General  Assembly 
As 


nera 


reason  of  the  non- 
to  arrive  at  a~oj5r- 
the  matter  in  ques- 
a" 
sub- 


s ambly  onrna 


ted  to  It  by  the  Seeury?ouncll  under  hs"  paragrap 
uld  EC?  made'py  an  affirmative  vote  of  threo-fourtns  13/4) 
all'  the  member  sT^     " 

URUGUAY-   (Doc.  2,  O/7  (a)(l)*  p.  14).   Amendment: 
Add  the  following  paragraphs 

"4.   The  Security  Council  shall  examine  ovory  throo 
years*  or  upon  Its  ovn  Initiative*  the  possibility  of 
making  generally  applicable  to  all  decisions  the  rule 
contained  In  tho  socond  part  of  the  preceding  numbered 
paragraph. 

VENEZUEIA   (Doc,  2*  O/7  (d)(l)*  p.  34).   Proposal: 

"That  It  bo  provided  thct  a  Stato  or  States  with 
seats  on  the  Council*  when  parties  to  c  controversy* 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  hearing  only* 
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Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 
Section  D-  Procedure. 

1.   The  Security  Council 
should  bo  so  organized  as  to 
be  able  to  function  contl.  u- 
ously  and  each  state  member  of 
the  Security  Council  should  bo 
permanently  represented  at  the 
headquarters  of  the  Organisa- 
tion.  It  may  hold  meetings 
at  such  other  places  as  in 
its  judgment  may  best  faci- 
litate its  work.   There  should 
be  periodic  meetings  at  which 
each  state  member  of  tho 
Security  Council  could  if  it 
so  desired  be  represented  by 
a  member  of  the  government  or 
some  other  special  representa- 
tive . 


Amendments  Proposed  by  the 
Four  Sponsoring  Governments 


NONE 


Amendments.  Comments  and  Proposals 
MEXICO  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)(l),  p.  3).   Proposal: 

"To  specify  that,  although  the  Council  is  to  bo  composed  in 
such  a  way  as  to  be  ablo  to  function  constantly  in  principle  it 
shall  meet  every  throe  months." 

VENEZUELA  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (d)(l),  p.  15)-   Comment: 

"Tho  idea  does  not  seem  cl«-ar  and  could  give  rise  to  doubts 
concerning  the  continuity  of  tho  meetings  of  tho  Council  or 
their  periodicity." 


Dumbarton  OrJcs  Proposals 


2.   The  Security  Council 
should  be  empowered  to  sot  up 
such  bodies  or  agencies  as  it 
may  deem  necessary  for  the 
performance  of  its  functions 
including  regional  subcom- 
mittees of  the  Military  Staff 
Committee. 


Amendments  Proposed  by  the 
Four  Sponsoring  Governments 

2.   Tho  Security  Council  should 
bo  empowered  to  act  up  such 
bodies  c*r  aguncies  as  it  may 
doom  necessary  for  the  per- 
formance of  its  functions  ±n- 

regional  art -eemsLfc*  tees 
tfee  M*iita*y  Staff  Gena&ttee, 
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Chapter  VI,  Section  D,  continued. 

Aciondments .  Common ts  and  Proposals 
EGYPT  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (q)(l),  p.  7).   Comment: 

"The  nature  and  the  functions  of  tho  todies  and  agoncle*  referred 
to  ought  to  be  precisod  and  defined.11 


Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 

3.  The  Security  Council 
should  adopt  Its  own  rules 
of  procedure,  inclualng  thu 
method  of  selecting  Its 
President . 

4.  Any  member  of  the  Organl- 
zat  ton  should  participate  in 
tho  discussion  of  any  quontJon 
brought  before-  tho  Security 
Council  whenever  tho  Security 
Council  considers  that  tho 
interests  of  that  member  of 
the  Organization  ore  spocit-lly 
affected . 

5»   Any  member  of  the  Organi- 
zation not  having  a  seat  on 
th©  Security  Council  c.nd  any 
state  not  a  member  of  the 
Organizatj.cn,  if  it  ts  a  party 
to  a  dispute  under  considera- 
tion by  the  Security  Council, 
should  bo  invited  to  partici- 
pate an  the  discussion  relat- 
ing to  the  dispute. 


Amendments  Proposed  by  tha 
Four  Sponsoring  governments 


NONE 


5-   Any  member  of  the  Organiza- 
tion not  having  a  seat  on  the 
Security  Council  and  any  state 
not  a  member  of  the  Organiza- 
tion, ir  it  is  a  party  to  c. 
dispute  under  consideration  by 
the  Security  Council   should  be 
invited  to  participate  in  the 
discussion  relating  to  the 
dispute.   In  tho  case  of  c*  non- 
meuibe'r .  the  Security  CouuciT 
shoulcC  Iry  dovn  auch  condition  a 
as  it  may  deem  just  for  the 
""•  -   •  -    >f  nucEnpi  ncn- 


parTTclpatlen 
ciornberT* 


Amendments .  Common ts  and  Propeaals 

BRAZIL  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (e),  P-  2   See  also  Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)(2),  p.  3)- 

Comment: 

"It  considers  that  a  Stato  convoked  c.s  a  member  ad  hoc  of  tho 
Security  Council,  Prra^raphs  4  and  5,  Section  D,  CHapt^r  VI  of  tho 
project   since  it  is  involved  in  or  party  to  a  controversy  sub- 
mitted to  that  body,  should  have  a  voting  sttntus  equal  to  that  of 
titular  members,  It  being  believed  that  the  latter,  under  such 
conditions,  should  not  have  the  right  to  vote." 

CANADA  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (t),  p.  2).   Amendments  a^  follows; 

"4.   Any  member  of  Tho  United  Nations  not  represented  on  tho 
Security  Council  shall  be  Invited  to  send  a  representative  to  sit 
as  a  nombor  at  any  meeting  of  tho  Security  Council  during  the  con- 
sideration of  rartters  specially  affecting  tho  interests  of  that 
mombor  of  The  United  Notions. 
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"5«   Any  member  or  Tho  United  Nations  not  represented  on 
the  Security  Council  and  any  state  not  a  member  of  The  United 
Nations,  if  it  is  a  party  to  a  dispute  under  consideration  by 
the  Security  Council,  shall  be  invited  to  send  a  representative 
to  sit  as  a  member  at  any  meeting  or  the  Security  Council  durin3 
the  consideration  of*  the  dispute. fl 

CHILE  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (i),  PP-  6-7).   Ancndmont  to  paragraph  5: 

"5-   Any  member  of  the  Organization  not  having  a  seat  on 
the  Security  Council  and  an$  Stg,tc  not  a  moiuber  of  the  Organiza- 
tion should  bo  invited  to  prrtictpato  in  the  discussion  relat- 
ing to  a  dispute  if  such  incrabcr  or  State  is  o  party  to  c. 
dispute  under  consideration  by  the  Security  Council,  or  if, 
without  its  being  ja  party  tu  .such  dispute .  the  dcjcisionsThat 
might  So  talren  thereon  v/>uTc[  aJEYe'ct  it.  r 

ETHIOPIA  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (u)  p.  ?) .   Auendncnt  to  paragraph  5: 

"Lino  16   after  the  words  'relating  to  the  dispute1  insert 
the  words  'on  the  soino  baai  B  as  the  other  pr.rty  or  parties 
to  the  dispute. ' " 

MEXICO  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)(i),  p.  11).   Amendments: 

"4.   Any  member  of  the  Organization  should  participate  in 
the  discussion  of  any  question  brought  before  the  Security 
Council  whenever  Its  interests  shall  be  soedrlly  affected 
by  saj,d  question,  it  being  sufficient  for  dec  is  .Ten  thrt  said 
condition  has  been~Tulf  11  led .  t^*  twcTTyieirib^rs  of  tn"e  Ccunci  1 
c.firoe  thGroTo,  lrr"additior>  t'o  the  ner.ibur  j.n  question  of  the 
Organization . 

"5-   Any  niembor  of  the  Organization  not  having  a  soat  on  the 
Security  Council  and  any  State  not  a  member  of  the  Organization, 
If  it  is  a  porty  to  a  dispute  under  consideration  by  the 
Security  Council,  should  bu  invited  to  participate  in  the  dis- 
cussion relating  to  the  dispute.   In  ordur  ^o  docido  whether 
this  condition  has  boon  fulfilled  .The;  prococTuru  prov  J  ded  b;/ 
the  pFe coding  paragraph  shall  bo  ap"pTTud . " 

VENEZUELA  (Doc.  2,  °/7  (d)(l),  pp.  36-37).   Proposals: 

(Paragraph  U)   "That  the  possibility  be  provided  for  that 
the  favorable  voto  of  a  special  minority  of  members ,  whether 
permanent  or  otherwise,  of  thu  Council  be  sufficient  to  enable 
a  State  interested  in  a  question  to  take  port  In  the  dis- 
cussion thereof  but  without  the  right  to  vote.11 

(Paragraph  5)   "That  it  bo  specifically  stipulated  that  any 
State  not  represented  xn  the  Council  and  a  party  to  a  contro- 
versy  shall  be  entitled  to  participate  in  the  discussion 
relating  thereto  of  the  Council  but  without  the  right  to  vote." 

Amendments .  Comments  and  Proposals 
Section  D.   Proposed  Additional  Pr-ragraphs . 
CANADA  (Doc.  2,  Q/14  (t),  p.  2).   Amendment: 
"Add  now  paragraph  6: 

111  The  Security  Council  shall  submit  annual  and,  when  neces- 
sary, special  reports  to  the  General  Assembly  for  its  con- 
sideration. '  " 
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LIBERIA  (Doc.  2,  O/14  (a),  p.  2).  Amendment: 

"The  following  section  should  bo  addod  or  included: 

W16.  Any  member  of  the  Security  Council  whoso  Government 
shall  be  involved  in  any  dispute  or  either  quustlon  arising 
or  pending  before  that  Council  should  be  prucludod  from 
participating  in  decisions  taken  on  such  question  or  in 
such  dispute. f  H 
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ESCU2IL  DIS  DOCLvIEXTS  RLLATIFS  AU  CHAFITRi:  VI,  SICTIOl'S 

1  1  P.  ET  p  p£§  PROPOSITIONS  DS'DUI.IB^STOII"  QA&S 

22  mai  1945 

llote:  Dans  re  recueil  cont  classes  par  sections, 
l^s  aru'  ndener.tG,  1-^s  conncntaires  ct  les  prooocltions 
prPGcntes  en  bonne  et  due  forT..c  par  Irs  dlffprrnts 
gouv.  moments  Jusqufau  15  inai  1945,  Indus,  ft  portant 
sur  Irs  Sections  B,  0,  ct  D  du  Ch°r)itr^  VI  dec  Propo- 
sitions "c  Dumbarton  Oaks. 


Bien  quc  certains  com-cntniree  et  proDOGitions  ^ 
differcntc  pouvcrncT.or.ts  n'alent  peut-etre  pas  etr 
destines  a  figurrr  dar.c  la  mcT.e  caterorie  quc*  ICG  amcn- 
der?.ents,  ccuy  qui  ont  ^et?  Jufjec  ^cu^fl  sammcnt  precis 
quant  au  fond,  ont  ete  incorporos  dans  le  prrse-nt  re- 
cucil,  afir  qu'ils  Duissent  C+rc  examines  s'il  y  a  lieu. 
On  nr  ^rouv-  ra  dans  lr  recueil  r.i  Ice  discussions,  ni 
la  siirolo  expression  d'oninions. 


TABLEAU  I>H: 


Propositlonr    dc   Dumbarton   Oaks 

Section  B-   Princiooux"  Pouvolrs 
et   Fonctlona. 

1.    Afi.:  de  Dtraottrf    a   1'Or- 
gaiiicr  t-.ion   dfaf_ir  f  ror.pt  cncnt 
ct    cfficrc  "::*..t,    1    o   m"  r.tr-  s    cLe 


. 

1?    Or.nrt-.  ,    conf^rrr   PV.   Co'^'-i 
dc   S:curitc   IP    r.  e^r.cr--  ill-/ 
escenticllo    on    ce    qui    cone-  r/r. 
le  nialntlen  de   lr>  rjoix   rt   GO 
In    sc-curite    irit^rn^tionp.l^  s,    - 
convonir  quo,    dans  lfex«rcice 
dec  fonctlons   lul    ir.combant   dc 
co   fait,    le    ConTll  a^it   er. 
1^  ur  nor:. 


•[Oorrifwtai  Toir  p.  804] 


DU 


RE  vit 


Amcndements  Proposes  par  l 
G-ouv  rnenents  Invitants 


-  1  -. 


Aucun 
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QOMMmroOHES  ET  FRQipETfl 

NORVEGHI  (DooJVO/7  (n)  (1),  p. 4)  -  trojet  a'aaandement, 
"litre i  flupprimer  le.mot  'prlnolpaux* 

OHILI  (Doo.  2,  a/7  (1),  p. 5).  Pro Jet  dfame$deaent~Ph*A|6  ajoutee; 

NQgtte  responaabUl^eV  ^noomberalt  jju  Oonaell  tfaat  900 
I'Assembleene  sera  paa  an  aeaaionTr 


E£?  22 

HXttPTZ  (DOO.  2,  a/V  (q)  (I),  p.  5).  Oowaentalrei 

tttiea  paragraphea  1  et  4  de  oette  ieotlon  derraient 
ie  modifies  pour  ee  oonformer  a  lfaaendem*rit  Hu 
chapelt  re  VIII  Sootlon  B.  pffragraphe  4,  propoee  jpar  ^a 
delegation  Egyptlenae  et  ayant  pour  objet  de  refer^r 
a  l^xair.en  de  lf  Assembler  Oen^ralc  toutea  deol*lon§ 
prl3eo  par  le  Oonsell  de  B^ourlte,  Impllquapt  lf  adop- 
tion de  oeeures  ooeroltlvee." 

(roo.  2,  Q/7  (p)j  p.15)  .  Projet  d'aaendemen^t 

MD!une  part  ic  Ocneell  auralt  le  drolt  de  falr^  pap^ 
port  .a  l^Afec-nblce  eur  ees  aotlvltee;  d'autre  part,  lfAe- 
eemblJc  au.vait  le  poavolr  d'adrcsser  au  Ooneell  dea  re- 
oO'sa^ndailonB  ou  dee  decisions  %en  vue  d'obtenlr  qufll 
s'acqultte  d'unc  mnniere  complete  des  devoirs  dlfflolles 
et  complexes  qul  lul  eont  aealgnee. 

11  DC  mgine  —  et  pour  assurer  Ifl  division-  dea  pouvolrs 
entre  i'.^peomble'c  et  le'  Oonsell—  11  y  aur*lt  lnt£r£t- 
a  ^rjn^chcr  le  ^Oonsell,  alnsl  que  ^,a  tree  sagement  iug- 
gero  !•:  C^rulte  Jurldlque  Inter-nmerlcaln,  -  de  poser 
ou  v>;  modifier  des  prlnolpes  ou-dee  regies  de  drolt, 
eurT-ut  01  I1  on  nooepte  la  proposition  de  I'Equateur 
d'a^rea  laquellc  be  pquvoir  coristltueralt  un  prlviaege 
exclurlf  de  I'Aepemblce.1 

(Doo.  2,  G/7  (f)  (1),  p.  2).  flommentalret 


de  restre.lndre  lfetendue  des  pou- 
dt!  Chnsel]  de  Soourlte.     Le  gouvernement  du  Oua- 
t^'mala  ajcepterplt  xque  oes  pouvolrs  fussent  ootroyes 
&-j  JJon?yn  pnr1  de'leg^tlon  de  l^ssemble'e  aonerale, 
tcute  d^iJlaltfn  prise  p^r  -le  Oonsoll  etant  soumlse  a 
I'exampn  et  a  liapprobatlon  de  I'Assemblee.11 
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MEXIQUE  (Doc. 2,  0/7  (c)  (1),  p.  10).  Pro Jet  d'amendement  : 

1.  "Afin  de  permettre  a  I1 organisation  dfagir 
promotement  et  eff icacenent,  les  mernbres  de  ^Or- 
ganisation devraient,  dais  la  Charte  conferer  au  Con- 
seil  de  Securite,  pour  une  periode  de  huit  ans,  la 
resDonsabillte  essentielle  ,en  ce  Jqui  concerne  le  maln- 
tien  de  la  paix  et  de  la  se'curite  Internationales  et 
convenir  que  clans  I'exerclce  des  fonctions  lui  incom- 
bfcnt  de xoe  fait,  le  Conseil  agit  en  leur  nora,  au  cours 
de  la  periode  en_  question,  mois  dans  les  limit ee  speci- 
flees  au  paragraphe  ifd'e  la  section  B  du  chapitre  V.H 

PARAGUAY  (Doc.  2,  a/7  (l),  p. 2).  Projet  d'amendement  : 

"L^ssemblee,  ou  siegeront  des  representants  de  toutes 
les  nations  pacifiques  du  raonde,  nfa  meme  pas  le  droit 
d'admettre  de  nouveaux  merabres  dans  son  sein,  sans  la 
reoqmmandatlon  du  Conseil.  On  pourrsit  remedler  a  ce 
desequllibre,  de ^maniere  a  donner  satisfaction  aux  deslrs 
des  nations  representees  a  l!Assemblee,  tout  en  reconnais- 
sant  le  statut  special  dont  le  Conseil  doit  Stre  dote, 
si  lfon  adoptait  les  principes  suivants: 

11  (a)  L'.Asserable'e  Generale  represente  1'autorlte  la 
plus  hflute~xetf  "par  "consequent,  sa  compe'tence  ne  doit  pas 
etre  limltee  par  la  nature  des  questions  en  cause. 

"(b)  Le  Cons§«U.  de  Securite  ne  doit  pas  £tre  un 
simple  organe  eke'cutif  de  I'Assemblee.  Pendant  les  in- 
tersessions  de  I'Assemblee,  le  Conseil  serait  egalement 
competent  pour  prendre  toutes  initiatives,  ^dans  des 
questions  concernant  la  paix  et  la  securite  collectives. 

"(c)  Le  r6le  asslgne  aux  grandes  puissances  dans  les 
questions  relatives  a  la  paix  et  ^la  securite  collectives 
doit  se  concilier  avec  In  dignlte  de  I'Asserablee  Generale 
et  avec  la  fixation  ralsonnable  du  nqmbre  de  voix  ne- 
cessaires  oqur  oerraettre  a  l!Aesemblee  de  ^dlscuter  toute 
action  non  equitable  qui  aurait  pu  £tre  decides  par  le 
Conseil.11 

REPUBLIQJJE  DOMINICAINE  (Doc. 2,  0/14  (o),  p.  11  -  Projet  d'amen 

dement  : 

0.  1f  On  devrait  etudier  1 ' amendefeent  au  Chapitre  VT, 
Section  B,  paragraphe ^1,  afln  queries  pouvolrs  a  accorder 
au  Conseil  de  Securite,  si  l'fon  desire  ^que  I1  Organisation 
proJetQe  sqlt  efficace.  solen^  oorjcilies  avec  le  carac- 
tere  deliberatif  de  I'Assemblee  Oenerale..  Cependant,  si 
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lron  ne  volt  pas  lf  opportunlte  de  cet  amendemr-nt,  11 
serait  en  ^tout  cas  souhaitable  de  fixer  avec  une  plus 
grande  precision  If  s  attributions  specifics  de  crs  orgn- 
niemes,  en  p^rticulier  aux  deux  points  de  vue  suivants: 
a)  la  validlte  qu'on  dolt  donner  aux  recomrnandations  de 
I'Acse.'^bj.ec  Oenerale  ou  du  Coneeil  de  Securlte,  puisque 
lr  crojet  n'indlque  pre  si  elles  seront  ou  non  de  nature 
i:£p;r*tlve;  b)  In  nature  Imperative  qul  dolt  £tre  con- 
feree rux  obligations  ce  I'Dre^nlemr  qul  nura  oour  devoir 
de  formulcr  dr-s  rvls  ou  cles  proDOsitions  .  " 

TCHECOSLOVA^UIE  (Doc.  2,  0/14  (b),  p.  2).  Commrn^nire  : 

"Le  Consell  aura  touj  *>urs  lr  drolt  et  le  ^devoir  c?e 
prendrc  toutes  Ics  raesures  conservptolres  nccesr:nires 
flu  raaintien  de  la  poix  et  de  lo  se'curite.11 

TURQUIE  (Doc,  2,  0/14  (e)  (l),  p.  2).   Conmentalre: 

"Lf  Assemblee  Gen^rrlr  est  I'organe  representntlf 
ppr  ^excellence  do  In  nouvelle  Organisation.  Par  une 
delegation  do  pouvoirs,  I'Assenblee  Orneralr  confere 
nu  Consell  de  Socurite  des  at-tributions  ct  des  resoon- 
sn-bilitrs  trco  ctrndues.   II  cst  done  normal  qufr>n  re- 
tour,  le  ^Consell  de  Spcurlte  fasse  rapport  a  1'Assem- 
blrc  Oenernle  sur  toutr  de'clsion  qu'il  aurn.  arise  et 
pppllquce  en  vertu  ^de  crs  pouvoirs,  pour  lr  malntipn  de 
la  paix  rt  de  la  securite  Internationales.  l! 

VENEZUELA  (DOC.  2,  0/7  (d)  (1),  p.  12).   Commentaire: 


section  prcvolt  une  si  vaste  delegation  de 
pouvoirs  par  I1  Organisation  Intrrnatlonale  au  Consell 
de  Securite  quc,  sous  sa  forme  actuelle,  elle  semble 
pratiquc^ent  Inacceptablr1.   litest  inutile  de  rrvenir 
sur  les  arguments  qui  avaient  cte  prc'smte's  sur  ce  oolnt; 
rnais  nous  devons  toutefois  reoetcr  qu'une  tells  delega- 
tion ce  pouvoirs  Deut  ^tre  reconnue/  si  ^^Organisation 
c^ntra.lc  —  ^c'cst  a  dire,  1'Assenblec  Oene'rale  —  est  dotee 
des  facultc's  de  survolllancr  necessnircs,  et  si  les  Etats 
neinbrr  e  ont  lr  posslbilitc  c"y  falre  rpoel;  ^d'autant  plus 
qua  tous  les  menbres  du  Coneeil  soront  represented  a 
1'Assemble-e.  Pour  un  confllt  de  caractere  Jurldlquc,  ou 
susceotible  d'etre  reVl^  ppr  des  moyens  Judicinires,  11 
faudralttenir  cqi?.pt-  des  observations  reepectives  conte- 
nues  dans  le  present  rapport." 
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2.  En  remplissant  ces  fonctions, 
le  Conseil  de  Securite  devrait 
agir  conformement  aux  buts  et  prin- 
cipes  de  I1 Organisation. 
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Aaendements  propo- 
ses ~£ar  lea  L~ouvcr~ 
neraentfa  invitantt*  " 


AUCUN 


Comraentaires  et  Pro.lets  d1  Amendments 

KORVEGE  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (n)  (1),  p'o.4-5).  Projet  d1  amendement: 
Apres  "organisation11  pjouter: 


"aux  dispositions  de  la  Charte  et^en  tenant  ^ 
du  fait  au'aucune  solution  ne  devrait  etr?  imnosee  a 
un  Etat,  oul  soit  de  nature  a  dLiinuer  sa  confience  en 
sa  securite  ou  en  SQ  prospe^ite  futures.  (| 

COSLOVAQUIE  (Doc.  °,  G/14  (b),  r>.?).   Projet  d1  aznende-nent  : 

"Dans  le  cas  ou  le  Conseil  de  Securite  en  viendralt 
a  conclure  oue  le  maintien  de  In.  oai'c  Pt  de  IP  securite 
nationalesv  ne  neut  ptre  assure  aue  par  dec  me  sure  s  non 
confoTaes  a  ces  ^riTci^es  fonda^aentpux,  et  en  onrticulier 
par  des  modifications  territorialec,  la  cuestion  devra 
etre  soumise  a  I1  Asserablee.   '"'ur  la  demande  ie  1'une  des 
parties  au  differend,  la  question  sera  egalement  ^-oortee 
levant  1'Ascemblee.   Dens  ces  CPS,  I'Assemblee  deciaera 
a  la  majorite  des  deux-tiers, 


Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 


Anendements  r;ror)o- 
ses 


_ 

nements  invitants 


3,  Lej  pouvoirs  propres  accordes 

au  Conseil  de  Securite  en  vue  de 

lui  permettre  de  remplir  ces  fonctions 

sont  exposes  au  Cha-oltre  VIII ,  AUCUN 

Pas  de  Commentaires  ou  Projets  df Amendements 


Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 


4.  Tous  les  merabres  de  l^1  Organisa- 
tion devraient  s1 engager  a  accepter 


Arnendements  pro^o- 
"ses  par  les  Gouver- 


n^ments  invitants 
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CKAFITRE 


Section  B,  suite 


lee  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securi- 

t£  et  a  les  executer  conforraement 

aux  dispositions  de  lei  Charte.  AUCUN 

Commentaires  ej;  Projets  d*  Amendements 
LIBERIA  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (a)  p.  2).   Projet  cl1  amenderaent: 

4  Remplacer  le  point  flnel  (.)  par  un  polnt-virgule  (;) 
et  ajouter  les  mots  suivants:  'pourvu,  toutefois,  que  cee 
decisions  ^puissent  falre  lrobjet  dfun  nouvel  exaroen  de 
I'Assemblee  Generale  '  •'. 

MEXI^UE  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (c)  (1)  D.10).  Projet  df  amendement: 

Rernplacer  le  Doint  final  par  une  vlreule  et  ajouter 
"dans  le  cas  de  questions  cui  h1  "ppelleraient  t>Qs  de.s  me- 
sure  s  ^  immediate  s  .  lie  auront  Le  droit  d'en  appeler  £  1'  As- 
semblee  avec  les  restrictions  prpvues  au  pp.rgp;rat)he^l  de 
la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  V.  » 

PAYS-BAS  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (J)  pt!4).   Projet  d1  rmendement: 

%  "Aucun  droit  de  llbrr  ppr>reciation  des  decisions  re- 
gulierement  Torlscs  ne  r>eut  Ptre  reconnu  a  un  Etat  quelcon- 
que,  sauf  en  matiere  de  coercition  par  des  forces  armees 
de  tierces  Darties,  auquel  CPS  ce  drplt  dolt  etre  reconnu 
a^tous  les  Et^ts  grands  ou  r>etits,  (a  moins  que  des  accords 
regionaux  speclaux  ne  contiennent  expressement  des  stl^u- 
lations  contraires),  gue  ces  Etats  soient  ou  non  merabres 
du  Conseil  de  Securite*11 


Propositions  de  Dumbarton  O^ks 


Aroendements 

ses  t>ar  les  Gouver 

nements  invitants 


5.   Afin  de  favoriser 
ment  et^le  malntlen  de  la  paix  et 
de  la  securite  Internationales,  en 
consacrant  une  proportion  ausei  fai- 
ble  que  possible  dee  ressources  hu- 
maines  et  economiques  aux  arraements, 
le  Conseil  de  Securite  avec  l!alde 
du  Comite  d'Etat-M^Jor  vise  au  Chapi- 


VIII, Section  B,  paragraphe  9,  de- 
vrait  etre  charge  d!elaborer  des  plans 
pour  I1  etabllseement  d'un  systeme  de 
reglementatlon  dee  armements,  et  de 
les  souraettre  aux  raerabres  de  I1  Orga- 
nisation. 


AUCUN 
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Commentaires  e_t  Projets  df Amendenents 
URUGUAY  (Doc.  ?,  G/7  (a)  (1)  pt). 13-14).  Projet  d1 amendempnt: 

"Afin  de  favoriser  I'etablissement  et  le  maintien  de 
la  paix  et  de  la  securite  internationales  en  consacrant 
une  Dortion  aussi  faible  cue  possible  des  ressources^hu- 
maines  et  economiaues  aux  armements,  le  Conseil  de  Securi- 
te avec  I1  aide  du  Comlte  d'Etat-Major  t>revu  au  Charcitre 
VIII,  Section  B,  naragraplie  9,  sera  charge  d'elabprer  des 
plans  en  vue  de  I1 etsblissement  d'un  systeme  de  reglemen- 
tation^des  armements,  dont  la  fabrication  serg  exclusive- 
ment  reservee  aux  gouvernements,  et  de  les  soumettre  aux 
Hembres  cle  1 ' Organise tion. " 

Nouveaux  Paracraphes  Proposes 
CHILI  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (i),  pr>.5-6).  Projet  d1  amendements: 

x"6.   Les  decisions  du^Conseil  qui  tendent  a^imposer, 
a  1'egard  des  cas  drterraines,  de.s.  obligations,  specif iques 


aux  memores  de   I'Oreranisatioa,    ou  a   certains ^d1  entre  fux 
exigent  LgalemjejQt   I1  approbation  de   I'Assemblee,    la  majo^;!^ 


M7.      Dans   le   c.as   ou.des  decision^  dij  Conietl,    prices 
conforrnem_ejit  aux  b\its   et  r>j?i_nQ_l.pes   exr>Q§e_s   aux  QhaEi.tr.es 
L6?  II»    n^  recucilj..eraj,erit  pos  les  q.e.ux-ti_ers  des  vpix_ 
4e.  ilAPsemble^,  "rien  n1  empSciifira  1^5  me'mUres  du  Conseil 
et  les  m^enibres  de   1!  Assembl.ee.  oui  sur^ient  vote  en  faveur 
de   ces  decisions  ou_  qui  volontairement  RQcepterai£jnt  de 
£artlci£er  a  Teur"  application.,    de  mettre  a  effet.  les  dites. 


"8.      En  ce  qui   cpncerne  JPS  me  sure  s  coercitives  et 
les  mesures  de  Q0ractec<t  mlJit^ire,    ne   s_eroatAQlillge^  dL 
pajLt.ici.pe?  gue  1^5  Etata  aui,   rcar  ua  aor.ori  dumpui  ratifi 
y  auront  dqnne  leur  ©.dhesi.on,    alnsi 
Eitre  YUI,   Section  A,  paragraphe  5. 

"9.  Dans,  le  c$js  pu  d_es  .mem^rps  de  I1  Organisation  ne 
partlciperaient  pas  aux  mesures  Arises  oar  1'Orfffl.nla^tio.Q 
ou  par  ses  membres,  couf.Qrme.m^aTi  aux  jiaragrapiifi£.  D,  £f  et 
8  ci-dessuj3,  il  leur  sera  Ui.tfiTilt  d1  adopter  une  aitAtude 
ou  de  prendre  ujie  EQsition  de  ngtture_  a  entraver  I'appliQa 
tion  de  ces 
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S3.UATSUR.   (Doc.  2,  0/7  (p),  r>.37)  Pro  Jet  d!Amendenent  :  AJ  outer 

11  ^6.  La  responsablllte  du  malntien  de  la  r>aix  et  de  le 
s^curlt^  Internationales  qui  apr>artient  au  Conseil  de 
Security  entralne  pour  ce  dernier  ^gbligation  de  sou- 
raettre  a  1'examen  de  I1  Assembly  Oenerale  des  rapports 
perlodlques  et  dee  rapports  speciaux  par  lesquels  11 
lul  rendra  comDte  en  detail  de  see  actes  et  d§  ses  , 
decisions,  ainsl  que  des  motifs  qui  les  ont  determines. 

11     L'A^semblee  Oenerale  aura,  en  consequence,  I1  obli- 
gation d'etudier  ces  rapports  et  3e  les  a^nrouver  ou  de 
les  desaoprouver,  en  partie  ou  en  totallte,  selon  son 
libre  Jugrement,  et  elle  pourra  en  outre  adre§ser  d§s 
recommandatlons  et  des  voeux  au  Conseil  de  Securlte  afin 
d1  assurer  I'accomplissement  complet  par  ce  rernier  de 
toutes  les  taches  rrsultant  du  fait  qu!il  est  responsaible 
du  maintien  de  la  paix  et  de  la  securlte  Internationales. 

"  7.  Dans  I1  accomplissement  des  taches  resultant  du  fait 
qu'il  e^t  responsable  du  maintien  de  la  palx  et/de  la  ^ 
securlte  Internationales,  le  Cpnscil  de  Securite  ne  creera 
pas  de  nouveaux  t>rlncipes  ou  regies  de  droit,  ni  ne 
modifiera  ceux  qui  existent  mais  observera  et  appliquera 
les  princlpes  et  les  regies  du  droit  existant.11 

NORVS&S.   (Doc.  2,  0/7  (N)  (l)  p.  5).  Projet  d1  Amendement  :  AJouter 
les  paragraphes  suivants: 

11  6.  Le  Conseil  de.  Securite  a  les  pouvoirs  ^necessaires 
fiour  assurer  par  3.esi  mo^ns  a#T>roprles  I'jexfcution  "de. 
.toute,  dj£".j3i.on  de  ^sirac^t^er^  drf^inijbif^  jorjLsje  au  ^ours. 
d'un  ^onflit.  .en^re,  ^tat^  jL°i*  2.^31  '!,§  £our  oermanlen^e  de 

ternatipnale,  .goj-t  v&r^.out  au^r^  ^ribunal  dont 
c.ompt  ^ilce  jcn  la  mat.  i£r  £  a  ^tjT're.connue  £ar  IQB.  Etat.s 
au  dif  frnd.  fl 


ChaiDltre  VI,  Section  B,   fin. 


11  '•  iiu^nl  S  l^l^cW^n  des.  Jujges.  de  la  £our  joermane.nt.e 
de  Ju.8tl.ciB  interriat.l^nale.,  le  ^onse^ll.  de  ^e.curite'  ac^om- 
2ll,rja  ^tout^s  ^es.  f  onctions.  dont  i,!  ^ourra  £tre  charge  en 
vertu  ^u  .btatut  de"  la  C.ourT  ""  ~ 
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Amend ements  Proposes  par  lee 
G-ouvernemrnts  invitants. 


AUCUN 


Chapltre  VI. 

Propositions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 

(Le  texte  propose  a  la  Conference 
de  Yalta). 

Section  0..  Vote 

1}  Chague  membre  du  Consell  de 
Seourite  devrait  avoir  une  voix. 

2^  Les ^decisions  du  Consfil  de 
Securite  sur  Ics  questions  de   v 
procedure  devralent  etre  prises  a 
la  majorite  de  sept  voix. 

3^  Les  Decisions  du  Cons^  11  de 
Sccurite  sur  toutes  les  autres  x 
questions  Devralent  etre  prises  a 
la  majorite  de  sept  voix  dont 
celles  des  membre s  permanent s. 
sgus  cette  reserve  qu^,  pour  les 
decisions  vlsees  au  Char)itr£  VIII, 
Section  A,  et  dans  la  dcuxleme 
phrase  du  paragraphe  I  du  Chapitre 
VIII,  Section  C.  une  partie  a  un 
differend  devrait  s^bstenlr  de 
voter. 

Commentaires  jet  Pro  .lets  d' Amend  ements 
AUSTRALIE  (Doc.2;&/14  (l),pp.  8-9)  Pro Jets  d1 Amendement : 

11  1.  Chaque  membre  du  Conseil  de  Securlte  disposera  d'une 
voix. 


79X 
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,2.  Sauf  disposition  coijtraire  ext>ressenientvprevue, 
decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securite  sont  prises  a  la  majorite 
de  sept  membres. 

11  3.  Dans  les  decisions  du  Conscll  de  Securite  relevant 

de  la  Section  A  du  Chapltre  VIII  ou  du  premier  oaragraphe 

de  la  Section  C  du  meme  Char>ltre  VIII,  une  partie  a  uri 
differend  s'abstlendra  de  voter. 

11  ,4.  En  vertu  de  la  Section  B  du  Cha-oitre  VIII,  $oute 
decision  du  Conseil  de  Securite  exlge  une  majorite  de  sept 
membres  comprenant  les  cinq  membres  permanent s.   En  vertu 
dy.  paragraphe  2  de  la  Segtion  9  <W  ChaiDitre  VHI^^toute 
decision  du  Conseil  de  Securite  exige  une  majorite  de  sept 
membres  comprenant  au  moins  trois  des  membres  permanents.11 
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BRE3IL     (Doc.  2,   G/7   (   e)  po,9-10)  Comrcentaire  et  pro  Jet 

d1  *r:enc!  er.e.nt: 

11  5n  ce  qui  concerne  le  oresept  Chaoitre,  la  Delegation 
du  Br^sll  se  borne  done:  a)  a  manif ester  le  desir  que 
dans  lee  dispositions  du  Dlan  definltif  de  I1 Organisation 
n^ndial^  concernant  la  opocedurc  dg  vote  au  Consell  de 
Securite,  on  adopte  la  regie  d'apres  laciuelle  l!Etat  qul 
vloleralt  les  obligations  contenues  dana  la  Charte  fon- 
damentale  seralt  prive  du  droit  de  vote  Iprsqu1!!  s'agirait 
de  se  -orgnoncer  sur  cette  violation;  b}  a  indiquer  la 
necesBlte  de  suporimer  au  narapraphe  5  de  la  Section  D  le£ 
mots  Met  tout  Etat  non-membr§  fle  I1  Organisation11  au  cas  ou 
le  princlpe  de  lf universality  de  laxnou.velle  Organisation 
Internationale  seralt  accept e:  o)  a  proposer  de  comp Jeter 
la  Section  D  par  un  nouveau  oarapraphe  pbrtant  le  numero 
6  et  alnsl  cohpu: 

11  6.  ^Dans  les  cas  prevus  aux  deux  oar^graphcs  precedents 
(numeros  4  ef  5)  un  membre  de  I'Org^n.'iB  tion,  admis  a 
particlper  a, la  discussion,  devrait,  oour  les  questions 
de  vote,  etre  olace  sur  le  meme  pied  que  les  membres  du 
Conseil." 

CANADA  (Doc.2,a/14,(t)  p. 2)  Projet  d1 Amendoment: 

11  Les  premieres  lignes  du  parapraohe  25  devralent  etre 
amendees  de  la  fa9on  suivante: 

11  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Securite  sur  toutjes  le§ 
autres  questions  seront  orlses  a  une  majorite  reprosen- 
tent  au  noins  les  deux  tiers  de  tous  les  membres  du 
Conseil  de  Securite  et  conrorenant  les'.  voix  <?es  membres 
permanent s. " 
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EOJPTE  (Doc.  2,  0/7  (q)  (1),  p.  6)  Projets  dfamenderaent: 

"2.  Les  decisions  du  Conseiljie  Securlt^  sur  les 
questions  de  procedure  devraient  etre  prises  &  la  mfcjo- 
rite'  de  {mil  volx. 

"3.  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de  Se'curlt^  sur  toutes 
les  autres  questions  devront  otrt  prises  a  la  majorit^  de 
huit  voix  dont  celles  des  membres  permanents,  ou  tout  au 
moins  de  ouatre  d'entre  eux,  f'tant  entendu  qufune  partie 
a  un  litige  devr&lt  s'abstenir  de  voter  pendant  aue  ce 
diffcfrend  est  a  I'e'tude." 

EL  SALVADOR  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (J),  p.l)  Pro Jet  dlamendcment: 

"Apres  le  paragraphe  3,  ajouter  un  par:-graphe  4  ainsi 
conpu: 

"4.  Dans  lec  questions  qui  ne  sont  pas  des  Questions 
de  procedure,  si  le  vote  affirmatif  de  sept  membres  du 
Conseil  de  Securite'  ou  plus  comprend  les  volx  d*une  ma- 
Jorite'  mais  non  de  I'unaniinite',  des  membres  permanent s  du 
Co^nseil,  le  Conseil  de  Se'curite  renv>rra  la  question  oour 
decision  finale,  el  1  lAsst-mble'e ,  et  aglra  ensuite  conforme'- 
ment  A  cette  decision  de  1 'Assembler  qui  devra  etrr  prise 
A  la  majorltrf  des  deux-tiers  dcs  membres  de  I'Asserablec . u 

(Doc.  2,  G-/7  (p),  pp.  37-38)  Projet  d-'amendemcnt: 

"2.  Toutes  les  decisions Adu  Conseil  de  Se'curite',  quel 
au!en  soit  le  sujet,  devront  etre  approuve'es  par  un  vote 
afi'lrmotlf  de  huit  cie  ses  membres.11 

"3.  Les  raembree  du  Conseil  qui  sont  pert les  a  un  liti- 
ge ou  £  un  dlffc'rend  dont  le  Conseil  lul-meme  a  a  connaf- 
trt  diroctement  ou  indirr ctement,  s'abstlendront  de  voter 
sur  les  d«/cislons  que  le  Coneell  prendra  du  fait  des  pou- 
voirs  et  dL  I'autorite'  aue  lui  cohf^re  le  Chapitrt,  VIII 
dts  Propositions,  au  sujct  do  ces  litiges  ou  de  c*~s  dlf- 
f /rrnds.  " 

(Doc.  2,  0/14  (n),  p.l).  Pro J ft  d'aracndement: 

Paragraphe  3.   Inse'rt-r  lt,s  mots  lfet  Section  B,  pa- 
ragraphe 3"  apr^e  les  mots  "Chapitrc  VIII,  Section  A.11 
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COMMONWEALTH  DE6  PHILIPPINES  (Doc.  2,  0/14  (k),  pp.  4,  7-8) 

Pro Jet s  d'amendement: 

Substituer  &  la  preml&re  clause  du  paragraphe  3  le  texte 
suivant : 

"3.  Lee  Decisions  du  Conseil  de  Sefcurlttf  eur  toutee  lee 
autree  questions  devraient  etre  prises  a  la  majorit^  des 
membres  permanent 8  et  a  la  majorit^  des  membres  non  per- 
manent e,  votant  etfpart'mcnt; " 

et  ajouter  £  la  fin  du  porsgraphe  3  (aor£e  "Voter"), 

"Dans  toutes  les  de'cieione  entra£nant  le  recoure  a 
dee  forces  armies  pour  le  maintien  de  la  paix,  un  vote 
favorable  dee  quatre  cinquiemee  (4/5)  des  membres  permanente 
ct  dee  trols  auarts  (3/4)  des  mcrabrcs  non  pormanents  du 
Conseil  de  Sc^curlte'  serult  nt'cessaire, " 

81  les  orat-ndemente  aux  poragraphes  3,  Section  C, 

Chapitre  VI,  et  Sentlon  B,  Chapitre  IX,  qui  figurent  dans 

le  pre'eent  document,  nt:  sont  pas  acceot^e,  la  Conference 

voudra  bien  examiner  le  texte  euivont: 

"4.  Si  le  Conseil  de  Scfcuritc,  par  suite  d»un  vote 
contral^e  dfun  membre  perrnejient ,  ne  pouvalt  parvenlr  a 
une  decision  dans  les  conditions  pr^vuee  par  le  paragraphe 
3  de  cette  Section,  le  cas  serait  soumis  a  I'Assemblee 
Ge'neVale.  Les  decisions  de  I'Aseerabl^e  Ge'ne'rale  eur  les 
questions  qui  lui  seralent  soumises  par  le  Conseil  de 
Se'curit^  aux  termes  du  present  psr;  graphe  devreient 
etrt,  acquieee  par  un  vote  affirmatif  a  la  majorit^  des 
trois  quarts  des  voix  de  I1 ensemble  des  membres." 

CUBA  (Doc.  2,  a/14  (g)  (1),  p. 5)  Projets  d'araenderaent: 

"2.  Les  de'cisione  du  Coneell  dcvreient  etrt  prises  a 
la  ziajorite'  dee  deux-tiere  de  ses  m^rnbree,  sauf  pour  les 
questions  de  r>roceteurt.  oil  la  majority  simple  eertit  suffi- 
eantc.  Dene  les  cae  douteux,  le  Coneeil  ci/cideralt  par 
une  majorit^  dee  deux-tlore  si  It  question  £  troicher 
eet  ou  non  un*  ou^etion  de  oroce'dure. 

"3.  Pour  les  questions  concernant  le  maintien  de  la 
^aix  et  de  lr  s/curit^  Internationales  qui  eont  vleefes 
au  Chapitre  VIII,  lee  decisions  devraient  5tre  prises 
A  la  majority  des  deux-tier?  dee  eept  Etate  mentionntfe 
&  l!alln£a(a)  du  paragrt.phe  1  de  la  Section  A  du  Chapitre 
VI  et  £  la  mejorlt^  des  deux-tiere  dee  autres  membres  du 
Conseil. " 
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PRANCE  (Doc. 2,  0/7  (o)  Partie  II, TO. 1-2)  Projet  d'^mendement: 

H  1.  Pour  malntenir  et;  r^tablir^la  oalx  et  la  eecurlte 
Internationales .  le  Conseil  de  S^curite  p'rocedera,  selon 
leg  cas.  par  voie  de  "recomnanflations"  ou  par  volexde 
"decisigns" .  Les  ^econ^ianaations11  seront  prises  a  la 
majorite  leans  qualification)  des  2/3  des  menbree  du 
Coneeil.  Les  decisions  s^ront  prices  a  la  ma.lorite  quail- 
(conprenant  1'unanimite  des  menbres  permanent s)  des 


11  Dans  Ij5  cap  ou  le  Conseil  ne  reuselt  papa  prendre  une 

j.  lee  membres  de  la  Societe  se  rlflcrvent ^le  droit 


d'apir  comme  IJLs  le  Jugeront  neceesaire  dans  I1  interet  de 
la  paixp  du  droit  et;  de  JLa  Justice.  " 

GRECE  (Doc. 2,  G/14,  (l),  p. 2)  Projet  d1 Amendement: 

Jnserer,  entre  les  parapraphes  2  et  3  des  textes  elabores 
a  Yalta,  un  nouveau  paragraphe  3  con9u  comme  suit: 

11  Paragraphe  3.  Les  recommandations  du  Conseil  de  Securite, 
en  vertu^du  r>aragraohes  2  de  la  Section  B  du  Chapitre  VIII, 
devront  etre  adoptees  a  la  majorite  de  sept  voix.  " 

11  Le  oaragraphe  3  du  texte  original  deviendrait  alnsi  le 
paragraphe  4.  H 

GUATEMALA  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (f)  (1),  pp.  1-2)  Comment  air  e; 

11  II  semble  loplque  que  les  membres  du  Conseil  de  Securite 
et  ceux  des  putres  organes  conserVent  le  droit  de  x>rendre 
la  parole  dans  lesAdiscussions  ou  a  prqpos  des  decisions  qui 
touchent  les  interets  de  leur  pays,  mais  ne  puissent  -orendre 
part  aux  votes  dans  ce  cas,  car  s'ils  pouvaient  le  falre 
ils  Joulralent  ainsl  d'avantages  oarticuliers. lf 

IRAN,,  (Doc. 2,  G/14  (m),  p. 2)  Projet  dVamendenipnt :     ,        .   „ 
i.Chaoue  menbre  clu  Conpeil  de  Securite  devra  avoir  une  voix.11 

11  2.  Chaque  membre  du  Consul!  de  Securite  sur  toutes  les 
questions  seront  prises ,a  la  majorite  de  9  voix  sous  cette 
reserve  que,  pour  les  decisions  visees  au  Chapitre  VIII, 
Section  A,  et"  dans  la  deuxleme  phrase^du  Paragraphe  1,  du 
Chapitre  VIII,  Section  C,  une  partie  a  un  dlfferend  devrait 
sfabstenlr  de  voter.11 
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MEXIQUE  (Doc. 2, Q/7, (o)  (l),  p. 3.  Projets  df Amendement. 

*  Au  eas  ou  la  procedure  d1 unanimite  pour  lee  decl|J.ong  du 
Coneell  serfiit  adoptee,  stlpuler  que  dans  le  oas  ou  lfun 
queloonque  de  see  raembres  serai t  accuse  df intentions  ou  d!ao« 
tes  df  £.gression,  ea  volx  n'entrera^as  en  ligne  de  conpte  da#s 
la  determination  de  cette  unanimite. 

H  Dans  oette  hypo these  (celle  de  JLa  regie  d1 unanimite  des  volx 
du  ConseJL-1),  e,LaV  dr  que  £tu  cas  ou/lIun  quelconque  des  membres 
du  Consell  eer^it toartle  a  un  differend  international,  sa  voix 
ne  sera  pas  comptne.11 

NORVEGE.  (DOc.2,G/7,  (n)  (1),  p. 5).  Projet  d1 amendement: 
Chapltre'vi,  0.3s 
11  a  la  majcrl  t«  de  huit  voix. H 

PAYS-BAS  (Doc.2,  G/7  (j)  (l),  TD.3)  Prujet  d!ajnendement : 
Remplacer  le  parapraphe  3  oar  le  texte  eulvont: 

11  Les  decisions  du  Conseil  de^Securite  relatives  a  toiites 
les  autres  questions  devroijt  etre  prises  a  la  majorite  des 
volx  compregVnt  I1  unanimity  des  voix  <ies  menbres  Dermanents 
et  la  moitie  ou  -  au  cas  ou  le  nombre  des  nenbres  non-      , 
permanent s  ayant  le  drolt  *.e  vote  serai t  Impair  -xla  majorite 
des  voix  des  membres  non-permanents,  sous  cette  reserve  que, 
pour  les  decisions  vlsees'au  Chaoltra  VIII,  Section  A,  et 
dans  la  deuxleme  phras^  ou  paragraphe  1  du  Chapitre  VIII, 
Section  C,  une  partle  a  un  differend  devra  sfabstonlr  de 
voter." 

URUGUAY  (Doc. 2,  0/7  (a)  (l),  p. 14)  Projet  d1  anendeinent: 

AJ outer  un  nouveau  paragrar>he,nunero  4,  con9U  conme  suit: 

H  4.  Le  Conseil  de  Securite  devra  examiner  tou§  les  trois 
ansf  ou  de  sa  oropre  initiative,  la  possibillte  de  rend^e 
generalem^nt  applicable  a  toutes  les"  resolutions,  les  regies 
enonoees  a  la  dernlere  par tie  du  r>aragr^phe  3  oi-dessus. 

VENEZUELA  (Doc. 2,  a/^  (d)  (l)  p. 34)  Commentalrej 

11  Preclser  que  1'Etat  qul  aura  un  siege  au  Conseil  nfy  aura 
pas  le  droit  de  vote,  lorsqu'il  sera  nartie  a  un  differend." 

1910  -  14  - 


Chapitre  VI  Section  D 
Pro-positions  de  Dumbarton  Oaks 

Section  D 
PROCEDURE 

1.  ^Le  C insell  de  Security 
dcvralt  ctre  organise  de  manie- 
re  h  puuvolr  fonctionner  de  fn- 
c-m  c  ntinue,  et  chaoue  Etat 
mernbre  Ju  Consell  de^Sc-curlte  de- 
vrult  avoir  une  representation 
p<;r  mane  rite  n,u  siege  de  I1  Organi- 
sation. II  pourrait  se  reunir 
en  tels  autree  lieux  qu'il  Juge- 
rait  lv.s  plus  propres  a  faclli- 
ter  sa  tache.  Des  reunions  aux- 
quelles  chaque  Etat  raeiribre  du 
Conseil  cle  Securitc  pourrait, 
s1!!  Ic  desirait,  se  f'xlre  re- 
presenter  p'xr  un  meir^bre  du^u- 
vernera^nt  ou  un  autre  ropresen- 
tant  special,  dc?vraicnt  avoir 
lieu  pe 


Amenaemr  nts 


Ifi  oar 
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Les  Oouvcrnem  nts  Invitants 


Aucun 


Conm  ntalrce  et  Pro.1  :ts  d'Airiendernent 
MEXIftUE  (Doc.  2,  Q/7  (C)  (1),  p. 3) ,  Projet  d^mendement: 

"Specifier  que,  bien  que  le  C'msell  dolve  etre  compose 
de  maniere  h  pouvolr  f^nctl^nner  d'une  fncon  pernianentci  11 
se  reunira,  en  principe,  tous  les  trois  mbls.n 

VENEZUELA  (Doc,  2,  Q/7  (d)  (1)  p.  13).  Commentalre: 

"L'^dee  ne  seoble  pas  claire  et  pourrnit  faire  naltre^des 
doutes  sur  la  continuito  des  reunions  du  Conseil  ou  leur  pe- 
riodiclte.11 


Chapltro  VI  Section  D,  suite 
Propositions  *de  Dumbarton 
Oaks 

29  Le  Conseil  do  Securite 
devrait  avoir  le  pouvoir  de 
creer  les  jr^pnisiaes  ou  rffioes 
qu1!!  Juge  necessairee  a  1'accom- 
plissenii-nt  de  see  f motions,  y 
comprls  dee  sous-comites  regio- 
naux  du  C'^mite  d'Etat-MaJor, 
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Aniendemrnts  Proposes 

les  Sr.uvernements  Invit^nts 


2.  Le  C^nsell  de  Se- 
curite devrait  av?ir  le  pou- 
volr  de  creer  les  organis- 
me«  r:u  bureaux  qu'il  Juge 
necessaires  &  I'acoomplissc- 
ment  de  ses  fonctione. 
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Comment  air:  8  et  PrMets  J^Aiuonclen  nt 
EGYPTS     (Doc  2,  a/7   (q)    (1),  p.  6).     C'>mnientalre 

MLa  nature  ct  les  foncti'ns   -Ice   ^rgnnienes  ou  offices  raen- 
tl^nnee  h  In  llgne  2,   cTevralt  etre  preclsoee  et  dcfinies.11 


Ch.n]>ltre  VI  Section  D,   suite 
Pi*.-,. oa  It  l^na  cle  Dumb art oq  Oaks 


3.  Le  C  nsell  de  Securi- 
te  (f.cvrnlt  ncojoter  ses  ;;roprcs 
regies  cle  procedure  i  y  ccmnrls 
lu  i^.aniere  de  cholslr  e.n  Prt- 
slacnt* 

4,  Tr.ut  menbre  ^.o  I'Orgn- 
nlsntion  devralt  ^ortlcijor  n  !:• 
discussion  L'e  tout?  aueetl^n  eru- 
mlse  au  C  neeil  vi  Securlt^,  ^ch"- 
quc^fole  que  le  C"-nscil^^.c  Secu- 
rity Juge  -ue  les  Interets  .'.e  ce 
me  nib  xv  dt:  I'Org^nlsntlon  sc  tr^u- 
vent  partlcullercnitnt  offcctes. 


nlsatlon  qul  n'eet  par  reprcsen- 
te  au  C'jnpell  de  Securlte  et  tout 
Etat  rion-membre  de  I'Orr'anlen- 
tlon,  sfll  est  _-;artlc  h  un  dlf- 
ferend  oxamln^  parole  C^n^ell  rlu 
Securlte,  dovralt  etrc  invite  r 
partlclper  a  la  alscuspinn  ayant 
trait  a  ce  dlffcrend. 


Gouvt,rneme,nts  Invitnrits 
Aucun 


Aucun 


5.  T.->ut  raunbre  -a.e  lf  Orga- 
nisation qui  n'est  ^a&  re- 
pivsente  au  C  -nseil  de  Secu- 
rlte et  tout  Etat  mn  membre 
de  I1 Organisation,  sfll  est 
Turtle  a  un  dlfferend  exami-  f 
ne  pnr  le  Consell  dc  Security , 
jievrr»lt  ctre  invite  a  partlci- 
per  a  la  discussion  ayant  trait 
a  cc  diffc'renn..  Dans  le  CPS 
d\un  Etat  ^non-meinbre.  le  gon- 
s ell  de  Socurite  stlpulora 
le's'  conditions  au'il  estlme- 
ra  Devoir  formuler  o  la 
n.b  oft 


Commentalreo  et  Pro  .lets  d'Apendument 

BRESIL  (Doc.  2,  G/7  (e)  P.  2-3.  Volr  nusel  Doc.  2,  a/7  (e) 
(2),  p.  2-3).  Corcmentaire : 

HLe  g  -uvernement  broslllen  us time  qufun  ^tat  convoque  en 
quallte  de  menibre  Mad  hoc11  '.'u  C-">nseH  de  Securlte,  (Pnragro- 
phe  4  et  5,  section  D,  Oh^pltre  VI  du  plan")  oarce  qu!il  eet 
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Impllquc-  ou  partle  dins  un  cliff erend  s^umis  a  oet  nrganisme, 
devrait  avoir,  clu  point  de  vue  du  vote,  le  raeme  statut  que 
celui  des  mcmbres  titulaires,  ces  derniere,  crolt-on,  no  de- 
vant  pas  i  dans  ces  conditions,  avoir  le  drr.it  de  vote." 

CANADA  (Doc.  2,  G/14  (t),  p.  2).  Projet  d1  amen  clement; 

H4f  Tout  membre  'lee  Nations  Unies  n-.n  represente  au  C">n- 
eell  do  Securltl  sera  invite  &  envoyer  un  r eyre sen tint  qul  sle- 
gera  en  qualite  de  membre  K  tout 9  seance  du  Consell  de^Secu- 
rJLtl  lors^de  I'examen  Ae. questions  nffectant  partlculierement 
lee  interets  de  ce  membre • 

W5*  ^Tout  membre  des  Nations  Unies  non  represente  au  Con- 
sell  de  Seourlte  et  tout  Etat  non  membre  des  Nations  Unies, 
s'lls  e-;nt  parties  h  un  diff erend  sourals  h  I'exonen  ^u  C^nseil 
de  Seourit^,  seront  invites  &  envoyer  un  representant  qul  sle-^ 
gera  en  qua lit 6  de  membre  h  toute  seance  du  Conseil  de  Securlte 
lors  de  1'examen  du  dlfferendw. 
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CHAPITRE  VI ,   Section  D   (  lul 


CHILI     (  Doc  2,   0/7   (i)   p.   6  )  Projct  d'amondement. 

"5, 'Tout  rnor.bro  de  I1  Organisation  oul  nlest  pas  represent6 
au  Cornell  fle  S<?ourite  et  tout  Etat  non  ^cnbre  dc  l!0rgani-8a- 
tion,   R!U^cst  par  tic  a  un  differend  examine  oar^la  Confe- 
rence <?c  Sfccurlte  ou   si,  .sans  .etre  jgrtle.  £UjU?f6refl4,   11 
£st  jLn^r^s/J  aux  j\Jolsi<>ns  gui  £ourr5l,cnt  Jtre  sris^s.  a 
ce  2rpr)>us,dcvr'a  ?tre  in^ljt'e.ajoarjtljclaesi  £U2£  dlja.ous.el ons, " . 


ETHIOPIE  (  Doc   2,   0/14   (  n)   p.   2,     Pro  Jet  d'amendemrnt 

Par.   5,(ll£ne  16,   Doc  I  0/1  )   Ineerer  les  mot  a /Bur  la  meme 
base  oue  l^.utr?  r>u  IPS  autr^e  parties  au  differend"  apres 
les  mots   "ayant  tratt   a  ce  dlfferend". 

MEXUUE  (  Doc  2,   0/7   (c)    (l)   p.   11  )     Pro  Jets  d'amendeoent 

W4.     Tout  nrmbrp  de  lf Organisation  Tmrtlcir>era  a  la 
discussion  de  tout?  question  pour.ise  au  Coneell.de  Seou- 
rit^,  i^rs>1u£  l^^SmssJtlo^n   en  .caus£  fi^ecXfra  22a£ti.culi.e— 
r^rent  £.0:;"  IntT^eisi  11  s.u£".ira,  pour  ou1 11  jsoi^t  decide 
£ue.  £^Jtt£  jH^r^t^^n  e^t  l^ernp^l^*   oue  deux  J^fmbj^es.  du 
CJoner1!!.  plus   le  rr.eribr?  interesse  de  l^rgp.nisatlon.    soient 

•—-         — -  — •—   *  -*  —    —        T       ..       .         ~_        ~_  -  mmm        ~—        MM         —        •—         -.  M_        ~_         ^^        — ^         «—        »»—         •—  *  •—        *^        «.««» 

de 


^ 

rite,   d^'x^a.^tre  invite  a  ^a^tlol'oer  a  la  discussion  ayant 
trait  a  <ce  all^/^end.     £our-dB_o.lcJ^r  gl  £eit_e  condition 
^s  on    /nllucra  la     rodure     rue  au8- 


,  on  s/n^llqucra  la  Erfiodure  nryue  au^^^8-!: 
2;raphe  OTjcJdjcn.t  .  "  ~  "" 


VENEZUELA      (  Doc.   2  0/7   (d)    (l)   pDt34,   35   )   Propositions   : 

no%4     II  y  auralt  lieu  de  prlvolr  que  le  vote  favorable 
d*une  ininorlt^  det^rmlnee  de  membr^s  du  Cons  ell  ^  perinanents 
ou  autres,   suffira  pour  pe,rmettre  a  un  Etat  Intercast  a 
une  question,  <?  e  particlper  aux  discussions  de  ladite  ques- 
tion sans  avoir  le  drolt  de  vote/1 

no.   5   !tPr6oloer  exDlioltemont  que   tout  Etat  qul,  n^etant 
pas  represents  au  Consell,   seralt  ^partie  a  un  dlffrrend, 
aura  le  drolt  do  r>artlclpcT  aux  debats  du,Conseil  a  ce 
sujrt,   sans  pourtant  avoir  le  droit  de  vote". 
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CHAPITRE  VI  ,   Spctlon  D   ( 


Pa^agraphes,  additlonnels 

3RISIL    (  Doc.    2,   a/7    (P)   pp,9,   10  ) 

Volr  ci-dessus  8b.otl.on  C 


CAMDA    (  Doc.   2,   G/14    (t)   p.   2  )   Pro  Jet  d! 

Le  nouveau  paragr^phe  6  eulvant  d^vralt  otrc  Ine6re  : 

nLc  Consril  dc  Sccurltr  eounettra  chaquc  annee 
ct^quand  le  bcsoln  e'en  frra  sentir     drs  raor)orts 
epoclaux  a  I1  etude  de  lrAs?seriblee  G 


LIBERIA      (   Doc.    2,   G/14    (a)    p%   2  )   ProJM;  d'amcndrafnt   : 

En  ne  oul  cpnc^rne  le   Chapit-e  VI,   ce  gouvfrnemrnt 
r^comnande  dr.ajoutor  a  la  Section  D   (  Prtocdure   )    la 
sous-sootlon   sulvante   :    "6,   Tout  mn^ibrp  du  Consv-:ll  de 
SecurltS  ressortlsBant   d!un  srouvrrnrmrnt  qul  srrait 
^artle  a  un  dlfft'r^nd  ou  a  tout  aut?-1^  problome^eoumis 
au  ConRoll  ou  rn  Instance.  A?  cr-lul-cl  devrait  rtre 
oxolu  dp  tout?  participation  aux  debats  Be  rar>r>ortant 
a  ce  r>robl^Ino   ou  a  co 


1910  -     19  - 


802 

The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organisation  DOC.  360  (ENGLISH) 

0  111/1/16(1) 

May  23,   19*5 

COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


CORRIGENDA  TO  DOCT'MENT  TABUS  ON 
T:  V21F  C  i   ;O.CTT":" 


Doc.  360  (tosllsh),  III/1/16 


(a)  Page  6,  under 

Ch*inge  reference  to  "(Doc.  ?,  G/7  (i),  p.  6)". 

(b)  Page  10,  under  F1LJICE: 

Change  reference  to  "(Doc.  2,  G/7  (o),  Pert  II, 
PP.  2-3)". 

(c)  Page  11: 

Insert  between  IRAK  end  NETHERLANDS  the  follov- 
ing: 

"MEXICO   (Doc.  2,  G/?  (c)  (l),  p.  3)- 

l!|In  casu  the  procedure  of  unanimity 
for  the  Council's  decisions  is  adopted, 
to  stipulate  that,  whenever  any  one  of 
its  Members  is  accused  of  intentions  or 
acts  of  aggression,  it3  vote  shall  not 
bo  counted  for  such  unanimity. 

"'In  the  said  hypothesis,  that  of 
adoption  of  the  rale  or  unanimity  for 
voting  in  thu  Council,  to  ust^bllsh  that, 
when  any  one  of  the  members  tlieruoi*  shall 
bo  a  party  to  an  international  contro- 
versy, his  vote  shall  not  bo  counted.  flf 
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(d)  Page  12: 

Under  PHILIPPINE  COMMONWEALTH,  delete:  »lt  is 
proposed  that  if  the  amendments  on  the  two  sub- 
jects listed  above/1  etc.  and  'substitute:  "it 
is  proposed  that  if  the  amendments  in  paragraph 
3,  Section  C,  of  Chapter  VI,  and  Section  B  of 
Chapter  IX, ft  etc. 

(e)  Page  15: 

Insert  between  MEXICO  and  VENEZUELA  tho  follow- 
ing: 

"NETHERLANDS  (Doc.  2,  0/7  (j)  (1),  p.  6).  Amend- 
ment; 

•Iiiaort  at  tho  end  of  paragraph  5> 

ff|",  and  shall  enjoy  the  scmo  position 
with  regard  to  discussion  and  voting  as 
the  other  party  to  the  dispute."1" 

(f)  Page  15: 

Insert  above  CANADA  the  following:   "BRAZIL  (Doc. 
2,  0/7  (o),  pp.  9-10).  See  above,  Section  C." 
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Ttie  United  Nations  Conference 
on   International  Organization 


RESTRICTED 
DOC.  360  (FRENCH) 
III/1/16  (1) 
May  23,  1945 


COMMISSION   III         Security  Council 


Comlte'  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 


CORRIGENDUM  AU  RECUEIL  DBS  DOCUMENTS 
RELATIFS  AU  CHAPITRE  VI*  SECTIONS  B,  C,  ET  D 
DBS  PROPOSITIONS  DE  DUMBARTON  OAKS,  15  uAI  1945 

Doc.  360  (French).  III/1/16 


Page  18:   Inse'rer  entre  lEXI^UE  et  VE\"EZUELA  ce  qui  suit: 

"PAYS-BAS  (Doc, 2,  G/7  (J)  (1)  p.  4. 
Pro  Jet  d!anienderaent: 

"InseVer,  a  la  fin  du  paragraphe  5: 

"et  11  sera,  en  ce  qui  concerne  la  discussion 
et  le  vote,  dans  une  position  identique  a 
celle  de  1'autre  oartie  au  dif f e'rend.*  " 
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SUBCOMMITTEE  III /I /A 
SOUS-COMITE  III /I /A 
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The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  International  Organization  RESTRICTED 

Doc.  101  (ENGLISH) 
III/l/A/2 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 

SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  MEETING  OP  SUBCOMMITTEE  III/l/A 
Veterans  BuilJlnfe,  R^n  311..  M*y  Ji,  19^5^  11:40  &.m, 


The  organization  moetinc  of  Subcommittee  III/l/A  was 
convened  by  Mr.  Sofiancpculc -,  (Greece),  Chairman  of  Committee 
1,  who  acted  ns  temporary  pr  sidJng  officer* 

Members  present: 

Chang  Chu-ig-fu  (CMna) 

Hector  Drv-d  Ccs'.ro  (El  Salvador) 

Prrnccis  ?.'ioro  (Prance) 

J.  H.   vm  :<oyon  (Nethorlonds) 

A,   1.  Lcivrronticv,   Se-rgei  Mikhailcv, 

G.  P.  Arlcpdiov   (U.S.S.R.) 
D.   Crpel  Dunn  (Unit  ^  Kin;^.  m) 
Harold  E.   Stassen  (U.S.A.) 


PECISIONS 

(1)  It  was  agreed  that  the  Delegate  of  El  Salvador 
(Mr.  Castro)  should  act  as  chairman  cf  Subcommittee  A, 

(2)  It  was  agreed  that  Subcommittee  A  should  hold 
Its  first  meeting  May  5*  immediately  after  the- close  of  the 
plenary  session  cf  Committee  1. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  DOC.  101  (FRENCH 

on  International  Organisation  MAY^   1945 

COMMISSION  III       Security  Council 

Oomlte  1    Organisation  et  Procedure 


COMPTE-RENDU  SOMMAIp  DE  LA  REUNION  DU 

SOUS-COMITE  III/l/A 
tenue  le  4  Mai  1945  J  a  11  h  40 
§»  Veteranfc  BulWlng,  e*Ue  3U 


La  premiere  reunion  du  Soue^-C  oral  te^  III/l/A  a  ete  oon- 
voquee  par  M/  SAflanopouloe  (Grace)  President  /du  Oomlte  1, 
qul  assume  /temooralrement  les  fonotlons  de  President  du 
Sous-Corn!  te. 

Sont  t>rosents  a  la  seance: 

B,  Chang  Chung-  fu  (Chine) 

M,  ^ector  DalroK  Castro  (Batvador) 

Mf  Fran9ols  Brlere  (France) 

M.  J.H.  van  Royen  (Pays-Bas) 

M.  A.I.  Lavrentlev,  M.  Sergei  Mlkhallov,  M.  (KP. 

Arkadlev  (U.R.S.S/) 

Col.  Capel  Dunn  (R6yaume-Uni)         , 
Oomm.  Harold  E.  Stasren  (Etats-Unle  d'Amerlque) 

DECISIONS 

(1)  II  est  decide  que  le  0£lepue,  du  Salvador,  M.  Castro, 
remplira  les  fonotlons  de  president  de  oe  Soua-Comlte. 

(2)  Le  Boue-Comite  A  (lendra/sa  Dremlerf  seance  le  5  mal, 
Immedlat^ment  apree  la  eeance  plenlere  du  Comlte  1. 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on  International  Organization  Doc«,  93  (ENGLISH) 

May  5, 


COMMISSION   III         Security  Council 

Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedures 


AGENDA  FOR  MEETING  OF  SUBCOMMITTEE  A 

To  follow  meeting  of  Committee 
III/l  called  for  May  5,  1945 >  10:30  a.m. 


(1)  Pertinent  sections  of  Chapter  VI,  Section  B, 
Dumbarton  Oal:s  Proposals 

496     (2)  Examination  and  report  on  comments  and  amendments 
submitted  by  governments 


The  United  Nations  Conference  RESTRICTED 

on   International  Organization  iii/i/A/i(PRENCH) 

May  5,    1945 

COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 

Comit6  1  Organisation  ot  Procedure 

ORDRE  DU  JOUR  DU  SOUS-COMITE  A 


Sc  r6unirc  inm6dlatomont  aprbs  la 
reunion  du  C  omit  6  III/l  provuc  pour 
lo  5  1^.1^:945,  a.  I0h.3fl.       ^~~ 


(1)  sections  pcrtinontcs  du  Chapltrc  VI,  section  B 

dos  Propositions  do  Dumbarton  Oaks 

(2)  Examon  ot  rapport  sur  loo  comment  air  os  et  les  amondoments 

soumis  par  dlvors  gouvornomcnts  « 
497 


810 

The  United  Nations  Conference 

on  Internationa?  Organization  ^    ^^ 

°  RESTRICTED 

Doe.  116  (ENGLISH) 
III/l/A/3 

COMMISSION   III 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procuduruo 


SUMMARY  REPORT  OP  THE  FIRST  MEETING  OP  SUBCOMMITTEE  III/l/A 
Veterans  Building.  Room  219.  May  £,  19*5.  3:45  P.m. 

The  first  meeting  of  Subcommittee  III/l/A  was  held  in 
the  Veterans  Building,  Room  219,  on  May  5,  1945 •  The  meet- 
ing was  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman,  Hector  David  Castro 
(El  Salvador)  at  3:45  p.m. 

Present,  in  addition  to  the  Chairman,  were: 

Chang  Chung-fu  (China) 

Jacques  Fouques-Duporc  (Prance) 

J,  C.  Kielstra  (Netherlands) 

A.  I.  Lavrentiev  (Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 

Republics) 

Colonel  D»  Capel  Dunn  (United  kjingdcn) 
Joseph  E.  Johnson  (United  States  of  America) 


The  summary  report  of  the  organization  meeting  of 
May  4,  1945  (Restricted  Doc.  101,  III/l/A/2)  was  read  and 
approved . 

DISCUSSION 

After  some  discussion  of  this  Subcommittee's  functions, 
the  Chairman  explained  that  the  first  task  was  to  make 
recommendations  concerning  the  pertinent  parts  of  Chapter  VI, 
Section  B,  for  Committee  I I I/I;  and  that  the  second  was  to 
classify  the  comments  and  suggestions  on  the  Dumbarton  Oaks 
Proposals  by  the  various  governments,  and  to  present  them 
in  tabular  form  in  order  to  facilitate  their  consideration* 
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The  Chairman  stated  that  all  the  comments  and  suggestions 
were  not  yet  reedy  and  suggested  that  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  full  sets  can  be  made  available  to  the 
members  of  the  Committee*  This  was  approved. 

The  Chairman  then  suggested  that  the  Subcommittee 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  those,  parts  of  Chaptor  VI, 
Section  B,  which  were  pertinent  to  the  vork  of  Committee 
III/l. 

In  discussing  the  pertinency  of  VI  B  to  the  vork  of 
Committee  III/l,  the  following  points  wore  mado: 

1.  That  none  of  the  paragraphs  appear  to  have  boon 
assigned  to  other  Committees  of  Commission  III; 

2.  That  some  parts  of  Section  B,  especially  para- 
graphs 4  and  5,  have  a  close  connection  with  military  power 
and  the  maintenance  of  security  as  dealt  with  in  Chapter  VIII, 
and  that,  therefore,  core  should  be  token  to  avoid  overlapping 
of  Committee  work; 

3*  That  coordination  of  Committee  work  within  Commission 
III  is  Important  and  should  be  facilitated  in  every  way  by 
the  Commission;  and 

4.  That,  if  all  of  Section  B  Is  ruled  to  be  pertinent 
to  the  work  of  Committee  III/l ,  the  name  of  the  Committee 
should  be  changed,  since  there  ore  ports  of  Section  B  that 
cannot  be  strictly  Interpreted  as  pertaining  to  "Structure 
and  Procedures". 

DECISIONS 

The  Subcommittee  agreed  upon  thek  following  action: 
!•  To  recommend  to  Committee  III/l  that 

a.  Since  none  of  the  provisions  of  Section  B  of 
Chapter  VI  of  the  Dumbarton  Oaks  Proposals 
appears  to  be  assigned  to  any  other  Committee, 
the  terms  of  reference  respecting  Committee 
III/l  be  amended  to  Include  the  whole  of  this 
section; 

b.  The  title  of  the  terms  of  reference?  respecting 
Committee  III/l  be  changed  tjp  read  "Structures. 
Procedures,  and  Principal  Functions  and  Powers"; 
and 
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c.  The  so  ruconrtendations  be  referred  through 
proper  channels  to  the  Secretary  General  and 
Presidents  of  the  Conference  for  approval. 

2.  To  hold  the  next  meeting  of  Subcommittee  III/l/A 
as  soon  as  complete  sets  of  the  proposed  amendments  to 
Chapter  VI  proposed  by  the  governments  ore  mode  available  to 
the  members . 
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The  United  Nations  Conference  55raS??i«.flH» 

-  .          .     -  •      +•  Doc.    JLlq   vFHlLWUnj 

on  International  Organization  ni/i/A/3 

May  6,   1945. 

COMMISSION   UI        Security  Council 

COMITE  I   ORGANISATION  ET  PROCEDURE 


COMPTE-RENDU  SOMKAIRE  DE  LA  PREMIERE  SEANCE  DU  SOUS-COMITE  III/1/A 
Tenue  le  5  mal  1945,  &  15  h.  45,  au  Veterans  Building,  Salle  219 


Le  President,  M.  Hector  David  Castro  (Salvador)  ouvre  la 
seance  &  15  h.  45. 

Presents: 

M.  Chang  Chung-fu  (Chine) 

M.  Jpoques  Fouques-Duperc  (France) 

M.  J.C.  Kieletra  (Peys-Bas) 

M.  A.I.  Lavrentiev  (Union  dee  Republiques  soviet  iques 

socialistes) 

Colonel  D  Capel  Dunn  (Royrurae  Uni) 
M.  Joseph  E.  Johnson  (Etrte-Unie  d'Amerique) 

Le  oompte-rendu  sonunaire  de  la  serpce  d1  organisation  du 
4  mai  1945  ("Restricted"  Doc.  101,  III/l/A/2)  est  lu  et  approuv^. 

DISCUSSION 

Aprfes  quelques  discussions  sur  lee  JT  onctions  de  ce  Soue-comit^, 
le  President  explique  que  If  premiere  tache  consiste  ^.  faire  des 
recommpndptions  visrnt  les  pfrties  du  Chppitre  VI,  Section  B,  qui 
concernent  le  Comit^  I  I  I/I;  IF  deuxifeme  eet  de  olaseer  les  commen- 
tairee  et  suggestions  des  divers  gouvernements  sur  les  Propositions 
de  Dumbarton  Ofks,  et  de  les  presenter  eu  Comit^  sous  forme  de 
tPblerux  pour  en  frciliter  I'exrmcn. 


Le  President  AtQere  que  toutes  les  suggestions  et  observation* 
ne  sont.pr.s  encore  pretee  et  propose  d'en  f  Journfer  1'examen  Jusqufa 
oe  que  les  me  mores  du.Comitl  puiesent  rvoir  li  leur  disposition  le 
texte  complet.  Cette  proposition  est  approuv£e. 

Le  President  propose  eneuite  que  le  Bous-comitl  commence  )> 
exrjniner  que  lies  sont  les  prrties  du  Chrpitre  VI  Section  B,  qul 
reinvent  du  Comlt^  I  I  I/I. 
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LP  discussion  ffit  reesortlr  les  points  euiVF.nts: 

1.  Aucun  dee  pfrrgrrphes  ne  gamble  rvoir  £te*renvoy£  X  d'autre 
Comitee  de  lr<  Commieelon  III; 

2.  C^rtrln-'e  prrties  de  lr  Section  B,  en  prrticulier  lee 
parrgrrphee  4  tt  5,  eont  en  rrppcrt  £troit  rvec  IP.  puissance  mlll- 
tfire  et  IP  nrlntien  d°  lr  fl£curlt£  dont  11  eet  question  ru  Chp- 
pitre  VIII;  prr  conp^quent,  11  frut  veiller  fc.  oe  qu1!!  n'y  rlt  prs 
de  cht-vruchenent  drne  le  trrvril; 

3.  Lr  coordlnrtion  cle  q^es  travrux,  ^r.u  sein  de  la  Commission 
III  tpt  iniportrnte  et  doit  etre  frcil-itee  de  toutes  mrniferes  par 
lr 


4.  Si  I1  on  decide  que  lf  ensemble  de  lr  Section  B  entre  dnne 
le  crdre  dee  tr^vrux  du  Conit^  III/l,  11  y  rurrit  lieu  de  modifier 
le  titre^de  ce  Oonite,  err  certrinee  prrtlee  de  lr  Section  B  ne 
peuvL  nt  ttre  consld^reee  conine  couvertes  ppr  le  titre:  "Orgrnlsptioi 
et  Procedure*. 

DECISIONS 

Le  Soue-conit^  decide: 

1.  De  roconuf  nder  ru  Conlt£  III/l 

a,  Etrnt  donn^  qu'rucune  dee  dleptsitions  de  la  Section 
B  du  Chrpltre  VI  ne  eeuble  rvoir  ^t^  renvoy^e  K  un 
rutre  Conit^,  de  modifier  lee  terries  du  ra^ndrt  du 
Conit£  III/l  pour  qu'il  comprenne  I1  ensemble  de  cette 
section; 

b,  De  modifier  rinel  les  trrniee  du  nundat  du  Comit^  III/l 
"Conpopition,  Procedure  ct  Prlnciprux  Pouvoirs  et 
Fonctione11; 

c,  De  connunlquer  prr  lee  voles  nornrles  ces  propositions 
ru  Secr^trire  O^n^rrl  et  r.ux  Presidents  de  la  Conf£- 
rence,  pour  rpprobrtion. 

2.  De  tenir  lr  orochrine  e^rnce  du  Sous-coniit£  III/l/A  d^s  que 
les  ner.bree  perout  en  possession  du  texte  conplet  de  tous  les 
anendeuente  propoa^s  prr  les  gouvernenents  sur  le  Chrpitre  VI. 


669 


SUBCOMMITTEE  HI/I/B 
SOUS-COMITE  UI/l/B 


Fhe  United  Nations  Conference 
on  Inter iwtioniil  Organization 


RESTRICTED 

Pot.    Ml   (SHOT-I-h) 


COMMISSION    III        Security  Couucil 

CoUP.Lt  tee   1       Structure  'and  Procedures 


aUMHAKY  RETCRT   OF  FIRST  MEETING  OP   SUBCOMMITTEE  1II/1/B 
Voter  ana  Dunc.tj.ng>>    rtoorn  2£i,    M  iy  1£,    19*15*   3:-^  JL-S- 


Ha;  Dortour 


Chi  no 
Cuba 

Egypt 

France 
Gvi/t  ce 


United  Iv.ii 
United   Soa 
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)L'c,r  n,, 
nnC    (S) 


Mr.    L<.,n:ld 
i\.a:i.       IT-c 
,  '^    I\  I":.'*   of 


,    cl' 


ii^cc^duns.      i'i  c    nt-ev.    .^  ty   r^v   fr-iir-inj  a  u.\       w          ^      ^ 
owion^   in  wr-Lt.'.ns   L.L    the   ej-Llcsc   prjsiblo   tu.:c  w:,:,   OMI- 
L-i:-cd  by  th~   Seprc-^iitat:  vo   of    Ou;  Unj.twd  KLi>;dou.      R^u- 
v.-nt^tlvj,,   oi1  cth.-r   -pcw^rj    oxprcti.^d    -  d-  .;f.r-   Tor 


-ly  frj:n  th.    i\.c.r 

o   of  France    indie'itcd    tl.'-t  FJL-  mcc,    not  iiu\ 

in  tl.w  YLiW  ^i-euiont;,    would   3  lie-    tL    bu    . 


Doc  13  ion;      Tlit-   Subcor:u:J  ^LUC.    .,.;^«.a    (l)    th 

.-i'ai'c-d  bf  "bcr     of  the-; 


ou.  scions  w  .-i'^pai'c-d 

c   other  troTTE^  s^on- 
;;   arid   pubralttud   to    uliy  b^crc.  tariat  b£  noun, 
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Monday,  May  21;   (2)  that  the  Secretariat  will 
sort  these  questions,  ollmlnatc^dupllcates^  and 
present  to  the  sponsoring  governments  onePdocument 
incorporating  the  remalnae 


formidable  oneTRe  Secretariat  agreecTTo  present' 

mt 


!er  (unless  the"  list  is  a 
ariat  asreecTTo  p*"* 
thio  toTHe  sponsoring  governments  Tuelsclay 
morning  )"•  ("37  that  the  sponsoring  governments 
vlll  make  a  unified,  written  reply  to  the 
questions  submitted;  and  (4)  that  tHe  Sub- 

"~ 


committee  will  disTu3s"~The  questions  v 

wj  th  a  vTey  to  submitting  to  Committee  IlI/J.  a 

unified  interpretation  o?  UEapter  VI  ,  Sectl'oir'C, 

B.   Scope  of  Terms  of  Reference 

After  reading  the  terms  of  reference  the  Subcommittee 
discussed  the  scope  of  its  terms  of  reference.   Several 
members  desired  to  raise-  questions  which  appeared  tc  GO 
beyond  a  strict  interpretation  of  such  terms  of  reference. 
The  Representative  of  the  United  Kingdom  indicated  that  we 
should  look  at  the  desire  of  the  main  Committee,  which  he 
believed  was  to  set  a  cluar  explanation  of  the  cffuct  of 
Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  as  now  drafted.  He  Indicated  a 
willingness  to  make  a  clarification  of  Chapter  VI,  Section 
C. 

Decision;   The  Subcommittee  agreed  that  questions  to 
be  raised  mTglit  appropriately  include  those  necessary 
ITo  elucidate  the  meaning  of  Section  C,  Chapter  VI,  as 
7T  would  --JTect  thi  op^ralToiis  or  the  Security  Uc>iin  cTl  . 
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COMMISSION   HI        Security  Council 

Comite  1       Organisation  et  Procedure 


RESUME  DE  LA  PREMIERE   SEA^PS   DU   SGUS-COMITE   III/l/B 


Tenue  le  19_  mai  1945  a^  15_  h.30  au_  Veterans  Building,  Salle  202 

Hembres  Presents  : 

Rao->orteur  Hector  David  Castro 

Australia  H.V.  Evatt 

Chine  V.K.Wellington  Koo 

Cuba  G-uy  Perez  Cisneros 

Egyote  -   l!amc?ouh  Bey  Riaz 

France  M.  Bs.sdeve.nt 

G-rece  Thanassis  Afrhnides 

Pays-Bas    x  J.C.  Kielstra 
Union  des  Renubliques 

Sovietiques  Socialistee      A.  Lavrentlev 

Royaume-Uni  Alexandra  Cadogan 

Etats-Unis  Donald  Blaisdell 

xLe  Sous-Comite  elit  President  Mr.  D  ^nr.ld  Blaisdell^  de 
la  Delegation  des  Etats-Unis.   La  seance  est  consacree  a  la 
discussion  (A)  de  la  procedure  et  (B)  r>c  l!etendue  du  mandat 
du  Sous-Comite. 

A.   Procedure. 

,La  discussion  ^Dorte  sur  la  maniere  la  olus  rapid  e  de     f 
v)roceder,.   Le  representant  du  Royaume-Uni  souligne  la  necessite 
de  dresser  au^sitot  que  possible  une  liste  ecrite  de  questions. 
Les  r^oresentants  d^utres  Etats  exisrteait  le  desir  de  recevoir 
une  reponse  c^ncertee  de  la  ^art  des  ouatre-  gouvernenents 
invitants.   Le  represeptant  de  la  France  declare  aue  la  France, 
n'ayant  r>as  oarticioe  a  1!  accord  de  Yalta,  desire  etre  comptee 
TDarmi  ceux  qui  ^oeeront  des  ouestions. 

Decision:  Le  Sous-Conite  decide  (1)  que  des  questions 
seront  'orcoarees  r>ar  des  membres  du  SOUG^ 
Comite  autres  que  ceux  dee  gouvernements 
invitants.  et  communiques  au  Secretariat 
le  lundi  21  mai  a  midi.  au  nlus  tard; 
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(2)  qua  le  Secretariat  triei*a  cee 
ciueait^ns,  eliuiineraj  cellos  £ui  font 
double-emploi.  et^pre'eentera  aux 
gnuvernements  invitrnts  un  document 
reuniepant  oelles  oui  seront  retenues 
(Le  Secretariat  accer>te  de  remettre 
cette  liste  mrtrrfi^matin  aux  gouverne- 
r.ents  invitantg.  ,a  moiry  au'elle  ne  so'it 
d'une  longueur  cleraepuree;  (5)  aue  les 
gnuvernements  lnvit:\nte  donneront  par 
ecrit  une  rFSonpe  conc^rtee  aux  "questions 
sounises:  et  (4)  jue  le  Sous-Comite  dis~ 
cutrra  les  Questions  et  lep  reoonses 
af  in  de^  sourne  ttre  au  ^Comite  III/l  une 
interpretation  unifiee  du  Chnoitre  VI. 
Section  £. 

du  nsnda.t 


A^res   lecture  de   I'^ncnca  de   son  mandr.t,    le   Sous-Comlte 
en  diecutc    1'et^ndue.      Plueleure  me^bres   clesirent   soulever 


du  C.hapltre  VI,  Section  C,  ^ns  sa  reel  -  ct ion  oresente. 
II  sign..\le  la  volontc  d'ecljiircir  le  sens  du  Chaoitre  VI, 
Section  C. 


Decision:  L£  ^ous-Conitr^  decio.e  que  lee  Questions 

oul  seront  so^.lcvecs  pourraient  opportune- 
ment  inclure  cell'ee  i  ui  son't  nc  cessaires 
pour  elucider  la  sipnif  lev  tion  <?.e  la  Section 
C.  Cha-oitre  VI,  dans  la  ne  sure  ou  cettc  Section 
to  1!  activita  du  Oor.eell  de  Securite. 
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May  30,   1945 

COMMISSION   III        Security  CouncU 


AGENDA  FOR  JOINT  MEETING  OP 
SUBCOMMITTEES  lTI/1/B  AND  III75/A 

A  joint  meeting  of  Subcommittees  III/3/A  and  III/l/B 
at  10:30  a.m.,  May  31  will  consider  the  following: 

1.  The  Canadian  proposal  to  Insert  a  new  paragraph 
between  paragraphs  7  and  8  of  Section  B,  Chap- 
ter VIII.   (References:  Doc.  2,  G/14  (t), 

PP.  2-3.) 

2.  Amendments  to  paragraphs  4  and  5  of  Chapter  VI, 
Section  D,  proposed  by  Canada,  Chile,  Ethiopia, 
Mexico,  and  the  Netherlands;  and  the  proposal  of 
Liberia  for  a  new  paragraph  6.   (References: 
Canada,  Doc.  360,  III/l  English,  pp.  14-15, 
French,  p.  lrf ;  Chile,  Doc.  360,  III/l,  French, 

p.  18,  English,  p.  15;  Ethiopia,  Doc.  360,  III/l, 
English,  p.  15,  French,  p.  18;  Liberia,  Doc.  360, 
III/l,  English,  p.  16,  French,  p.  18;  Mexico, 
Doc.  360,  III/l,  English,  p.  15,  French,  p.  18; 
Doc.  360,  Corrigendum,  III/l,  Netherlands, 
English,  p.  2,  French,  p.  1. ) 

(These  amendments  may  also  be  found  in  Doc.  2, 
the  official  book  of  Comments  and  Proposals . ) 

3.  There  will  be  short  separate  meetings  thereafter 
of  the  two  Subcommittees  if  necessary. 


•  [TO  18  ntaglish)  m/l/B/2  o»itt«l.  Idtatloal  with  Doc*  855  (Eneliih) 
III/l/B/2  (*).  tor  the  Utttr  •••  Doc.  1080  (Sogllih)  III/1/58,  p.699] 
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COMMISSION  III        Security  Council 


ORD3E  DU  JOUR  DE  LA   SEANCE  COMMUNE  DBS  SOUS-COMITES 


Les  Sous-comite's  III/3/A  et  111,/1/B  tlendront  le  31  Mai 
a  lOh.30,   dans  une   salle  dont   le  numero  sere  annonce  par  le 
Programme  des  Seances     une  reunion  commune  t>our  examiner  les 
propositions   suiv«ntes: 

1.  Proposition  cpnacllenne  denpnc^nt  lf  insertion  dfun 
nouvepu  oRr^grQphe   *ntre   les  parrgr^phes  7  et  8  de 
le   Section  B,   du  Cher)  It  re  VIII   (References:    v. 
Doc.   2,   a/14   (t)   pp  2-3) 

2.  Amendements  aux  p^rpgrpphes  4  et  5  du  ChaDitre  VI, 
Section  r,  presehtes  ppr  le  Canada,   le   Chill, 
I'Ethiqpie,   le  Mexlque  et  les  Pays-Bas  et  texte  f 
propose  oar  le  Liberia  pour  le  t/arpgrrohe  6.    (Re- 
fer^nces:   v.   Canada,   Doc.   360,   III  A,    *r.  p.l^; 
Chill,   Doc.   360,    IIIA.    fr.   p.  18;   Ethiopie,    Doc.36^ 
IIlA,    fr.  p.  18;   Mexique,   Doc.   360,111/1,    fr.  p.  18; 
Doc.   360,    corrigendum  III,   Pays-Bas,   fr.  p.l. 

Les  amendements  en  qu^ertion  fip-urerit  eg°lement  dpns 
le  Doc.   2,  Recuell  officiel  dee  commpntaires  et 
pro  J  e*s  d  f  amendements  . 


3.   Sfil  y  *  lieufchacun  des  deux  Comitee       ^ 

la   seance  commune  une  courte   eeence  Top.rticuliere. 


•[!•  doeomut  ID  IS  (mnch)  III/l/B/2  a  4t4  oai§*     II  Mt  IdmtiqM 
!•  doeuMBt  SW  (Franob)  III/l/B/2  (a),    pew  oft  AtraUr  roir  !• 
1050  (frmeb)  Zll/l/B6f  p«741] 
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COMMISSION   III        Security  Council 


Committee  1   Structure  and  Procedure a 


TO:      The  Chairman,  Committee  I I I/I 
FROM:     The  Chairman,  Committee  III/l/B 
SUBJECT:  Report  of  Subcommittee  III/l/B 

1.  At  the  tenth  meeting  of  Committee  I I I/I  held  on 
May  18,  1945 ,  Subcommittee  III/l/B  was  appointed  with  terms 
of  reference  as  follows: 

"Resolved  that  the  Chairman  appoint  a  subcommittee 
composed  of  representatives  of  the  four  sponsoring 
powers  and  Australia,  Cuba,  Egypt ,  The  Netherlands, 
Greece  and  France  which  will  study  with  the  Rap- 
porteur Chapter  VI,  Section  C,  in  order  to  clar- 
ify the  doubts  that  have  arisen  in  the  course  of 
discussion."  (Summary  Report,  10th  meeting, 
Committee  III/l,  May  18,  1945,  Doc.  459,  p. 5) 

2.  At  its  first  meeting  on  May  19*  1945,  Subcommittee 
III/l/B  took  the  following  action: 

Decision:  The  Subcommittee  agreed  (1)  that  ques- 
tions will  be  prepared  by  members  of  the  Sub- 
committee other  than  the  sponsoring  governments 
and  submitted  to  the  Secretariat  by  noon,  Monday, 
May  21;  (2)  that  the  Secretariat  will  sort  those 
questions,  eliminate  duplicates,  and  present  to 
the  sponsoring  governments  one  docu&ont  incor- 
porating the  remainder;  (3)  that  the  sponsoring 
governments  will  make  a  unified,  written  reply  to 
the  questions  submitted;  and  (4)  that  the  Subcom- 
mittee will  discuss  the  questions  and  replies  with 
a  view  to  submitting  to  Committee  I I I/I  a  unified 
interpretation  of  Chapter  VI,  Section  C.  (Doc.  481 
(English),  Ill/l/fcdn 


3*  The  questions  referred  to  in  the  action  of  Subcom- 
mittee III/l/B  vere  duly  prepared  and  submitted  to  &9->te)£r  \ 


tions  of  the  sponsoring  governments 
4119 
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k.  In  response  to  the  questions  referred  to  in  the 
preceding  paragraph,  a  "Statement  by  the  Delegations  of  the 
Four  Sponsoring  Governments  oh  the  Voting  Procedure  in  the 
Security  Council"  was  presented  to  Subcommittee  III/l/B  at 
its  second  meeting,  June  8,  19*15  •  The  Delegation  of  France 
associated  Itself  completely  vith  this  statement.  (Doc. 
852,  111/1/37(1),  June  8,  19^5) 

5*  Subcommittee  III/l/B  held  a  third  meeting  on 
June  9*  19*15  for  the  consideration  of  the  Statement  referred 
to  in  paragraph  4  above.  At  this  meeting  it  was  agreed  to 
transmit  the  seid  Statement  to  Committee  III /I .  The  Subcom- 
mittee is  transmitting  the  Statement  in  order  to  discharge 
its  duty  of  ascertaining  from  the  sponsoring  governments 
their  attitude  on  the  questions  referred  to  in  paragraph  3 
above.  The  Subcommittee  takes  no  responsibility  for  the 
Statement  nor  for  the  legal  interpretations  given  therein, 
each  member  of  the  Subcommittee  reserving  the  right  to 
comment  on  the  Statement  in  .the  Committee . 

6.  It  is  contemplated  that  Subcommittee  III/l/B  will 
take  action  on  the  othar  matters  referred  to  it  at  o  subse- 
quent time. 
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COMMISSION  HI       Security  Council 

Comite  1   Organisation  et  Procedure 


Prlsident  du  Comite  III/l 
DE:  President  du  Sous-oomlte'  III/l/B 
OBJET:  Rapport  du  Soue-comite  III/l/B 

1.  A  la  dlxieme  seance,  le  16  mal  1945, 

le  Comite  III/l  a  constitue  le  Sous-oomlte  III/l/B  en  formulant 
comme  suit  les  termes  de  son  mandat: 

11  LE,  COMITE  DECIDE  que  le  President  constltuera 
un  Sous-Comite  compose  de  representants  dee  Q,uatre  Puis- 
sances Invltantes,  alnsl  que  de  J'nustralle,  de  Cuba,  de 
I1  Egypt  6,  des  Pays-Bas,  de  la  Crece  et  de  la  France,  et 


qul  etudlera,  aveo  19  Rapporteur,  le  Chapltre  VI, 
Section  C,  afln  d'eclalrclr  les  doutes  qul  se  sont 
eleves  au  cours  des  debate."  (Compte-rendu  resume  de  la 
dlxleme  se&nce  du  Comite  III/l,  18  Mal  1945,  Doc,459,pf5)  ." 

/     2.  A  sa  premiere  seance,  le  19  lial  1945,  le 
Sous-oomite  III/l/B  a  prls  la  decision  sulvante; 

Decision: 


Decision: ^  Le  ^ous-comlte  decide  (1)  que  des  questions 
seront  preoareee  par  des  merabres  du  3ous-oomlte  autres 


nue  res  gouvernemente  Invltants,  et  ooromuniQueee  au 
Secretariat  le  ^undl  21  mal  flTmldl.  qy  plus  tard: 
'OA  ftue  l^decretarlat  trlera  oes  questions,  elimlnera 
les  qul  font  double  emplol  et  present era  aux  gouver- 

1] 


ygj  ftue  Ijg  Secretariat  trlera  oes  questions,  elimln 
chiles  qul  font  double  emplol  et  present era  aux  gou' 
nements  Invltants  ufi  document  unique  reunlssant  gel! 
qul  seront  retenues;  (3)  que  les  Kouvernements  Inv: 
tants  dormeront  par  eorTt  i^ne  reponse  oonoertee  aux 
riuestlons  soumlses;  et  (4)  que  le  sous-oomlte  dlscu 
les  questions  et  Iqs  reponses  afln  de  soumettre  as 
Comit^  III/l  une  interpretation  unifiee  du  Chapitre 


dl scut era 


lea  questions  et  Iqs  reponses  afln  de  ^soumetti  

Oomlta  III/l  une  Interpretation  uniflee  du  Chapltre  IV, 
Section  ClDoo.48^  IFrancalTTTlI/l/B  (1)7 
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?•   Les  questions  auxquelles^se  rapportent  lea  dispo- 
sitions du  Sous-coraite  III/l/B  ont  ete  dftment  preparees  et 
communiquees  aux  delegations  des  gouvernements  invltants* 

4*  NUne  declaration  des  delegations  des  Quatre  Gouver- 
nements invitants^sur  la  procedure  du  vote  au  sein  du  Cpnsell 
de  Seourlte11  a  ete  oommuniquee  au  Sous-comitl  III/l/B,  a  sa 
deuxieme  seance,  10  Juln  1945,  en  regonse  aux  questions 

vlseee  dans  le%paragraphe  precedent.  La ^delegation 
franpaiee  s'etalt  entierement  associee  a  oette  declaration 
(Doc. 852 ,111/1/37  (I)f8  Juin  1945). 

5t  Le  Sous-comite  III/l/B  a  tenu  une  troisleme  seance 
le  9  Juin  1945  afln  d1  examiijer  la  declaration  meijtionnee  dans 

le  paragraphe  4;  A  cette  seajioe.  11  a  ete  decide  de  transmet- 
^.__  ,.  ,.^_  ** ^ ^._^»  — ,.   .3  8oufl.oomlt|  transmet 

mission  qu'il  avalt 
9  invitants,  de  leur 
attitude  a^l'egard  des  questions  vigJes  au  pc.ragraphe  9^  Le 
Sous-comite  ne  prend  en  aucune  man! ere  la  responsabllite  de 
oette  declaration  nl  des  interpretations ^Jurldlques  qu'elle  con- 
tient,  chaque  membre  du  6ous-oomite  se  reservant  le  droit 
d'exprimer  son  opinion  sur  la  declaration  en  seance  de  Comite. 

6.  Le  bous-comite  III/l/B  compte  se  prononoer  ulterieu- 
rement  sur  les  autres  questions  qul  lul  ont  ete  r envoy ees. 
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